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JUDGMENTS  RENDERED  BY  COURT  OF 

CLAIMS  FOR  YEAR  ENDED  NOVEMBER 

SO,  1907. 

Letter  from  the  chief  clerk   of    the   Ck)URT  of   Claims 

TRANSMITTING   A   STATEMENT  OF    JITDOMENTS   RENDERED   BY   THE 
COURT   DURING   THE   FISCAL   YEAR    ENDED    NOVEMBER    30,    1907. 

December  3,  1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations  and 
ordered  to  be  printed. 


The  clerk  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  in  pursuance  of  section 
1057  of  the  Revised  Statutes  of  the  United  States,  transmits 
to  C!on2ress  the  following  statement  of  all  judgments  rendered 
by  said  court  for  the  year  ended  November  30,  1907,  the 
amounts  thereof,  the  parties  in  whose  favor  rendered,  and  a 
brief  synopsis  of  the  nature  of  the  claims  upon  which  said 
judgments  were  rendered. 

lUspectfuUy  submitted. 

Arohibald  Hopkins, 
Chief  Cleric  Court  of  Claims. 


Name  of  claimant. 


No. 


ll«reluuit«    Natioiukl    28121 
BAiikofBaltimore.fr 


0«Of88  H.  PenroM 23071 


Walter  D.  Howe j  28616 

riederlckCJackBon..'  20844 


Amount 
claimed. 


Amount 
awarded. 


OUes  B.  Harber.. 


28620  I 


$4,713.01 


6,161.80 


434.30  : 
300.00  ' 

133.06  ; 


Bflojamin  H.  Fuller.. 


Weitem  Commeroial 

Co.a 
CliaileeL.Mullini.... 


William  D.  Beach.. 


28706 

29.25 

27577 

25,076.60 

28446 

600.00 

26460 

126.00 

(•) 


(«) 


(•) 
(•) 

$132.78 
20.40 

12,637.76 
(•) 


Date  of 
judg- 
ment. 


126.00 


1006. 
Dec.    3 


.do. 


...do.. 
...do.. 


...do. 


.do.. 


..do... 
..do... 


.do.. 


Nature  of  claim  or 
other  Information. 


Refund  of  certain  du- 
ties illegaily  assessed 
by  the  Treasurer 
United  States  in  ex- 
cess of  lawful 
amount. 

For  Government 
funds  lost  by  cap- 
tain and  assistant 
quartermaster. 
United  States 
Army. 

Fees  as  United  States 
commissioner. 

Difference  in  pay  of 
clerk  in  post-office, 
Hartford,  Conn. 

Difference  in  pay  of 
commander,  United 
States  Navy. 

Difference  in  pay  of 
captain,  United 
States  Marine 
Corps. 

Refund,  Philippine 
tariff. 

Difference  in  pav  of 
officer,  United  states 
Army. 

Value  of  horse  lost  In 
military  service. 


a  Dismissed. 


^  Appealed. 


JUDGMENTS    RENDERED    BY    THE    COURT    OF    CLAIMS. 


Naum  of  ctetm&nt. 


No. 


OsoTg^Tunier.., 3S711 

Hctutyre  A  Howhrd.-l  23«r7 


t  tutor. 

M  &  1 1  ]i «  w    Bchiaii- 

docker.  , , 

Jesse  J.  de  Slaughter. .  17760 


20O&4 
4410/ 


Amount 


I 


^  AlQOUUt 

awarded* 


^  Date  of  • 
jiid«- 


Sailie  A.  Steen,  ad-  <  15575 
ministiatiix.  ! 

Phoebe  S.Nebecker...   18011  j 

Fred  H.  WilUams {^3^ 

WliliainA.Hood I  21181  I 

Alexander  T.  Heide..  J  22916  { 


Cyrus  O.  Bossieux 

Oscar  M.  SpeUman 

Thomas  D.  Holley 


W.  J.  Robinson 

J.  F.Moser 

D.  K.  Emmons. 


Camegte     Steel    Co. 

(Limited). 
Vicksburg,  Shreve- 

Krt     and     Pacific 
Olway  Co. 
Lawrence  W.  Moses. . . 


Chariei  O.  Long 

Franklin  J.  Schell 

Northern  Pacific  Rail- 
way Co. 

WlUiamH.  Hess 

Conrad  Heinzen  and 
Qustav  Brockman, 
partners,  etc.* 

WUllam  H.  Faust 


Juragua    Iron  Com- 
pany.* 


24046 
20600 


22661 


28446 

21258 

23372 
29617 

28266 


29628 
28282 


24B06  I 

26159 
22914 
28780 
22804 


taoooo 

39, 144  S3 
2S&fi8 


jijaso  I 

69.84 
500.00 
442.00 

33a  00 

15a  00  I 
5,00a  00  ' 

71,000.00  I 


46a  00 

2,537.50 

185.00 

29,737.20 
5,000.00 

8.40 


26.78 
8.87 


2,00a  00 
37.44 

i2s,ooaoo 

248.16 
33,566.00 


(■) 

(•) 


(•) 

(«) 
(«) 
11&20 


3>e.     3 
.,..do... 


Naiuns  at  claim  or 
other  intormatlon. 


.do. 


Boimty,  cirll-war  toI- 
unteer. 

C-fimpensatloti  tttider 
cot]  tract  fl  for  cckD" 
Btnicting  ii^veea  on 
HU^Hia^lppi  River. 

[Extrii.  pay  (two 
montbB),  P&iiippJD* 


...do... 

...do... 


Dec.  17 

...do... 
...do... 
Dec.  24 


saaoo  ....do. 


49.18 

1,943.57  I 

I 

(«)  I 


412.50  I 

2,537.50  ! 

(•) 

29,737.20 
14a  12 

8.30 


18.60 
8.62 


1,065.45 

37.44 
16,827.31 
(•) 
(•) 


...do.. 
...do.. 

...do.. 


1907. 
Jan.     7 


...do... 

...do... 

Jan.   14 
...do... 

...do... 


....do.. 
....do.. 


...do... 


..do... 


Jan.   23 


Jan.  28 


....do... 


I    Tolimtec'r. 

Remuatcr,  civU  war. 

Cominu  tu  t  Ion  of  cloth- 
ing onlist'Hi  man, 
United  States 
Army, 
:  Salary  deputy  coUec- 
lor^  Internal -Reve- 
nue Servioe, 
Desart-iand  *ntry. 

Eemuster,  civil  war. 

Fees  a*  United  Stotes 
commi»ftLoner. 

E  xp  e  rines  United 
B  tilths  Bhtpping 
cominijiHlon«r. 

Extra  pay  United 
States  Army. 

Fees  and  travti  ex- 
Haws,  United 
States  mnrfihaL 

^rurc  of  cotton  by 
United  Sti^tes 
Army  during  civil 
war. 

BAiance  of  H^l^fy  a^ 

Judge  oincuit  coart, 

Territory  lluwaU. 
Dtffi^feiK^  Id  paj  offl- 

ecr    United    States 

Navy* 
Kefunil  of  exousa  pAV- 

ment      for      public 

Eandii. 
Eit.'ess  of  duties  paid 

on  sit«<ei  blooms. 
Transportatioa         of 

United  States  malls. 

Ten  per  cent  increase 
officer  in  United 
SUtes  Marine  Corps. 
Do. 

Difference  in  pay  lieu- 
tenant, united 
States  Army. 

Transportation  of 
freight  in  the  move- 
ments of  United 
Statics  troops. 

KxXth  {my  United 
Statf^  Volunteer 
Annv* 

Kefuni!  of  duties  paid 
In  Ptilli  lupines. 

Longevity  pay  officer 
in  United  States 
Navy. 

For  buildings  and 
other  propertr  in 
Cuba  taken  and  used 
by  United  SUtes 
troops. 


aDismissed. 


»  Appealed. 


JUDGMENTS   RENDEBED   BY   THE    COUBT    OF    CLAIMS.       8 


NameoCclainiAiit. 

No. 

Amount 
claimed. 

Amount 
awarded. 

Date  of 
judg- 
ment. 

other  information. 

1907. 

OMqpBW.Mone 

27284 

$2,086.96 

$1,419.69 

Jan.  28 

Expenses    of    United 
States  shipping  com- 
missioner. 

OtoarW.Faienholt  .. 

28736 

336.38 

54.36 

Feb.    4 

Difference  in  pay  cap- 
tain, United  States 
Army. 

Repayment  of  pur- 
chase money  tmder 

GMI80  J.  Miller 

22664 

400.00 

(•) 

....do... 

"Homestead"  law. 

Alfred  C.  Sluupe 

28383 

144.13 

122.92 

....do... 

Mileage  of  Army  ofB- 

oer. 
Pay  of  surfman.  United 

States    Life-Saving 

Alfred  OUnder 

22561 

600.00 

509.17 

....do... 

Service. 

Arthur  F.  Cocby 

27442 

765.66 

(-) 

....do... 

Difference  in  pay  im- 
der  Navy  Personnel 
Act. 
Extra    pay,    Spanish 
war. 
Do. 

CUrenoe  C.  Kerahner . 

29061 

60.00 

(«) 

....do... 

Foster  Root 

28711 
20846 

31.20 
646.00 

^35.00 

....do... 
Feb.  11 

Calvin  C.  Colt 

Fees  clerk  of  United 

States  court. 

Daniel  D.  Dsyies 

22379 

322.46 

93.60 

....do... 

Fees  of  United  States 
commissioner. 

QeoigeM.WeUs 

28364 

63.66 

63.66 

....do... 

Mileage  of  Army  offi- 
cer. 

Dennis  W.Mullanb... 

22822 

3,969.90 

(•) 

Feb.  18 

Pay  of  commander  in 
United  States  Navy. 

EmmettUAdama.... 

28670 

696.40 

(•) 

Feb.  18 

Increase   of  pay   for 
work  on  legal  holl- 

Godfrey  UCaidsn.... 

27079 

182.65 

(•) 

....do... 

AddSionalpayofftrrt 
lieutenant,Revenue- 
Cutter  Service. 

Alphooaolf.  Bollock. 

27121 

1,447.00 

022.53 

....do... 

Expenses,    United 
States  shipping 

commissioner. 

Robert  T.  Jaqwr 

22667 

2,760.42 

2,760.42 

....do... 

Pay  of  retired  naval 
officer   under  navy 
personnel  act  of  Mar. 
3,1899. 

Charlea  Maodonald, 

22009 

134.044.78 

111,002.16 

Feb.  19 

Contract  for  building 

■ole  scmriTor,  etc 

dry  docks  at   Dry 

HoTimgACo 

21968 

a2,945..33 

(«) 

Feb.  26 

Tortugas.  Fla. 
Refund    of    customa 
paid  at  Manila,  P.  I., 
on    goods    shipped 

The  Paoif  ic  Coart  !  26566 

1,672.15 

(•) 

....do... 

from  Hongkong. 
Refund      of     licenae 

taxes. 

Edwin  E.  lUrvin 22266 

1,308.80 

18&85 

....do... 

Fees  of  clerk  United 
States  court. 

Do 23114 

666.70 

212.25 

....do... 

Do. 

William  8.  DooUttle..  29064 

640.00 

5«).00 

....do... 

Do. 

FttntACo 21S42 

5,878.08 

5,883.84 

....do... 

Delay  of  Oovemment 
to  load  coal  on  vea- 

sel  for  Manila,  P.  I. 

Chicago,  BiiiliiMl<m      24804 
aiidQiiine7R^.Ca 

io,ooaoo 

2,021.71 

....do... 

Transportation  of 
United  Stotes  troops 
and  baggage  during 
Spanish  war. 

Nifi^t  work   Govern^ 

BIIM.Whiat 124575 

822.  a*} 

688.26 

....do... 

ment   Printing  Of- 

fice, assistant  fore- 

man. 

JoimR.Beig 

24576 

20a86 

88.50 

....do... 

Do. 

27767 

5,319.98 

l,lia37 

lUr.    4 

Balance  due  for  tcana- 

way  Co. 

portation      United 
States  mails. 

cmawa    and  Chip- 
wwalndiaiiaofthe 

27537 

126,262.16 

62,496.40 

....do... 

Principal  and  interest 

on  stoclcs  and  bonda 

State  of  Mlehigmn. 

purchased  for  them 
and  held  in  trust  by 
Secretary  of  Treas- 

ury. 

»  Appealed. 


iriHiAlKNlS    KKNhKKED    BY    THE    COURT    OF    CLAIMS. 


N'uui»  (ti  uluinmnt.       No. 


biMnuttl  a.  1*10011 22811 


AUred  A.  MoClure 

Newton  A.  MoCully . . . 


Porter  M.  Lewis 

Albert  O.  Sununey  ... 

WUlUm  Roberts 

Moses  Lewis 


No. 

Amoant 
claimed. 

22811 

103,838.06 

25860 

166.00 

28013 

66.68 

22806 

307.63 

28577 

141.26 

20032 

71.12 

27808 

165.00 

krr.^,^*      Date  of 


SilAsC.  Evans, etai...   20902        10,671.44 


Joshua  £.  Gonzales 
and  Andrew  Ken- 
nedy. 


Doc  H.Hart 

John  M.  Somervell 

Oeorge  F.  McQinnis... 

J.  M.  CebaUos  &  Co.». 


Laura  Sherwood  Pick- 
ing, executrix. 

Washington  S.  Hyams 

Ceciiio      Zison      and 

Pablo  Zison. 
neiiry  Browti.  bHlr  o( 

Sf'TTj  Urown. 

WiUiamT.Atldnson.. 

Wythe  M.  Parka 

C.  Lewis  Hoithaus 


26316        28,333.00 


29844  !        3,33a00 


1,315.00 

i,ooaoo 


23680  I    203,24&26 


23270  I 


21247 

28615 
26107 
28777 

28186 
29604 


66.87 

1,375.90 
14,206.75 

5oaoo 

1,000.00 
282.50 
410.66  ! 


Chicago.     Milwaukee  I  29636        50,00a00 

and  St.  Paul  R.  R. 

Co.  ! 

Oeorge  8.  Orimea 23131  130.96 

I  I 

Slsseton  and  Wahpe-     22524  2,252,963.53  I 
ton  Bands  of  Sioux  I 
Indians.  6  ' 


BartlettJ.CromweU..;  27487  j  16&81 

Nathaniel  J.  Riddick. . I  18096  '  582. 65 

•  Dtamissed. 


1210.26 

25  00 
66.62 

(•) 
(•) 

66.04 
(•) 

(•) 
2,800.00 

2,310.00 

1,12a  00 
1,000.00 

5,301.25 

66.87 

206.25 

6,607.06 

209.51 

(•) 

27&00 
410.65 

10,824.06 

(•) 

788,971.53 

70.16 
42.60 


Nature  of  claim  or 
other  information. 


1007. 

]£ar.  4  Extra  services  onder 
contract  for  m*U 
service  in  Washing- 
ton, D.  C,  and  Bal- 
timore. Md. 

Mar.  11  Bounty  of  private  sol- 
dkTlti  civil  war* 

— do...  Fay  of  naval  cffloer 
under  Davy  penoo- 
nd  dct. 

...do...  Bounty  of  civil  war 
volunteer. 

do...   Ffiea  of  United  StAtea 

conunisflloner. 

Mar.  18    MLli^a)^'  ot  naval  ofU- 

do  . .   Bac^k  pa  y ,  ftl  lo wances, 

and  bountv  for  an 
hfinorablv  dis- 
chargi?^  soldlip'r. 

Apr.  1  C  0  HI  p  0  n  A  ii  t  i  o  ti  for 
damHgc^s  to  brl^ 
whil«  in  lii^rvlcie  of 
Unitrd  Btat^fl  Oov- 
trninent. 

do...  Dama|:i>8  to  tog  Doro- 
thy and  rouipen na- 
tion ior  Mvimg  Gov- 
iiTnnu'Dt  caifvo^  at 
gablnc  Paes,  Teir. 
..do...  F€*»  aflf  clerks  Lnitf^d 
Stttten  district  court* 
do...  Do, 

Apr.  8  Soltiry  ah  post  master, 
tndianapc^ll^,  Ind- 

Apr.  22  Baiiincc  on  contract 
for  tr^nspDrttpg 
Spiiolah  pn  wooers, 
ele.j  Irom  PbJIlp- 
pinea  to  Spa^n. 

do...    Di  f  !e  rencft  in  pay 

U  nit^d  States  tuftvol 
otTl(*r. 

do...    Fees  as  clerk  United 

States  court, 
do . . .    Refund.  Porto  Rican 
tariff. 

do...    Bounty    and    allow- 
ances volunteercivil 
war. 
.do..  .    Extra  pay,    Spanish 
war. 

Apr.  20  Pay  of  ofljcer  In 
United  States  Navy. 

May    6     Extra    pay    enlisted 
man      in       Marin? 
Corps, 
do...    Triin«iKtrtatlon        of 
U  ni  ted  States  mails. 

do...    Dtffpivnf*!  In  p*y  ofll- 

■-■  r  i-  \:-:1r-\  ^tites 
Army. 

May  13     Balance  due  for  lands 

ceded     to     United 

I     States  under  treaty 

stipulations,   agiWH 

I     roents,  etc. 

do... I  Difference  in  pay  of 

rear  -  admiral        in 
,     United  States  Navy. 
....do...'  Fees  as  derk  United 
States  court. 

0  Appealed. 


JUIXJMKNTS    RKNHKRED    BY    THE    COURT    OF    CLAIMS. 


Name  of  claimant. 

No. 

Amoont 
claimed. 

Amount 
awarded. 

Date  of 
judg- 
ment. 

The    Louisville    and 
NaahTiUeR.R.Co. 

2«17 

$20|O0QlOO 

16,156.56 

1907. 
Hay  13 

Stanley  W.Martin.... 

26577 

1,00170 

12a  95 

....do... 

D.M.  Carman 

20683} 

3,6oaoo 

(•) 

....do... 

Samuel     Henderson, 
Jr..etaL 

22648 

4,088.00 

(•) 

Hay  15 

OeoxgB  Pepperdine. ... 

29002 

600.00 

600.00 

....do... 

D<mn&.MitcheU 

24m 

166.66 

125.00 

Oct.  21 

WiUiam     Cramp     & 
Sons  Ship  and  En- 
sine  Buildimr  Co. 

20658 

480,23LOO 

(•) 

....do... 

Nature  of  claim  or 
other  information. 


The  Federal  Manufac- 
turing and  Printing 
Co. 

QoUlenno  Alvarez  y  I 
Sancfaex. 

Nonnan  J.  Blackwood 

WUBam  C.  Braisted . . . 
Chaiies  E.  Young 


28047 


23215 

28606 
20072  I 


122,342.10 
60,000.00 

07.95 

182.00 
103.66 


John  D.  Meyers 20071 

BU  M.  Wheat 20075 

Alexander  J.  MacDon- I  20027  i 
aid.  ! 


Uttleton  W.  T.  Wal- 
ler. 


Samuel L.Trogden....|^^  j 

Myles  Sullivan ;/^^^ 

RayM.OUbert I  24376 


513.00 
106.24 
48.84 


36.57 


Walter  O.  PenAeld. 


23607 


(•) 


(•) 


Oct.   28 


....do. 


Amounts  deducted 
from  comi>ensation 
for  transportation 
of  baggage,  freight, 
etc.,  m  connection 
with  movements  of 
troops  during  Span- 
ish war. 

Fees  clerk  United 
States  court. 

Loss  of  bancos  and 
lorchas  at  Manila, 
P.  I.,  while  under 
lease  to  United 
States. 

For  allowance  of 
credit  in  the  settle- 
ment of  accounts  for 
loss  of  funds  alleged 
to  have  been  stolen. 

Fees  as  clerk  United 
States  court.' 

Extra  pay  officer 
United  States  Army; 
on  mandate  of  Su- 
preme Court. 

Contract  construction 
of  battle  ship  Indi- 
ana; on  mandate  of 
Supreme  Court. 

Use  of  patented  plate- 
printing  press. 


.1  Value  of  an  office  In 
perpetuity  in  Porto 

72.35   do...    Pay  of  officer,  United 

States  Navy. 

182.00   do...  Do. 

193.66  do...:  Pav    night    foreman 

!      Qovemment   Print- 
ing Office. 
513.99   ....do...  Do. 

106.24   ....do...  Do. 

48.84  do...   Travel   pay,   enlisted 

man,  united  States 
j  Volunteer  Army. 

32.15     Nov.    4     Ten  per  cent  increase 
'  foreign  service  offi- 

cer, United    States 
Marine  Corps. 
Fees  as  clerk  United 
States  court. 

. . .   Salary  as  postal  clerk. 

...'  Extra  pay,  officer 
Spanish  war. 
Do. 


000.00 

40.55 

Nov. 

172.00 

(•) 

....do 

160.00 

116.67 

....do 

27.40 

27.40 

....do 

aDis 

(missed. 

11 


The  above  does  not  include  judgments  in  caees  under  the  Indian  depredation  art  which 
requires  the  .\ttoniey-Oen*»ral  to  report  the  same  to  Congress,  nor  does  it  include  the 
findings  of  fact  reported  to  Congress  under  the  Bowman  and  Tucker  acts,  or  the  condu- 
I  of  fact  and  law  reported  to  Congress  under  the  French  spoliation  act. 


JU13GMENTS 

U  Ot.\i\i«t  ivjf  DiryicifiRa  ani>  Enusted  Mbn  of  the  Spanish  War  vor 

KxTiu  Pat. 


Name  of  ciiimiat. 


Amomxt  \     Date  of 


llftrvttr  (1.  Kfww .,*, 

WlUlikm  K.  Weaver 

Muuif^ - 

OiMfiftW.Tflduiy ,- 

Jcibdlil.  Trt'(4?f,,, .*, 

ii%^4*iiiiL  J    aIm'I „ 

6|Im  h.  SSihLi^  IK.,., 

(Ibf^rgrii  /htuiiiir. , , ,,,,,.,», 
J(i]»»  A .  Tftiw  ,,**»*♦♦♦  ^,. .* 


JuUii  J-  bHylii. 

Kilwftnl  iMKfir,,  ,„.. .., 

CMJlJitut  H.  Knn^m,  jidminjilmtor. 
thtttlvM  ¥.  A  ticlcrioii  -  * 
Aiutait  W.  lliilKT*^!!... 

itihu  tC.  lUirtictt ...... 

Arthur  JJ.  ikdi. *-.... > 

OtBriiia  M^  ¥nidt!tT 

ffttor  1  j(V'l«tTt  ,..,,.„, 
JoBucih  Roach. „...*^^ 
CbArkm  H.  iUiury 

I^ortnif  W .  iilggiin . , , , 

J'rnO  KO'lK^TR *,*.. 
fjjjii  1     Hr>Ml,*;^ck._., 

J'hitn'.t^  lii  niveau 

Ff  swli  ■  r  [Ui  rri^f * 

Ba^JiiiM'!  M.Tlhlr 

WlllJjiJii  Ik^k^r.  .,..*- 
ChurlJ".  M.  KiJiHlh,,, 
Oftt:iir  T    Ilvi'.... 

Henry  C»  Roherlf...-- 
WUiimn  J    Prytidale.. 
MlloO,  ftieb. ......„< 

t)ay|d  W.  nilaabcelc., 
Clmrloa  V.  KowW, .., 
Ovcirgf  R.  Moor«..>.. 

Chrtal  [im ...,, 

John  W .  J  ockaorL ,  * . , , 
Jobn  G>  Dubney, . .  ^.. 
Cbarlea  W.  LHliutl^*.- 

Eart  FtJTil. -... 

QeorBi>  CommlngB, ,  ^ , 
Samuia  T.  llDlma.,... 
Howard  A.  UUcholl.. 

AlvaO.  WUsmo 

Edward  WiL>ihlngtoii. 
Rotffti  ¥'.  Woir...... 

FranlrC.  WliJlaniE 

CtLrijw  Rown ....,.-.. 

Walter  0.  Pilnee 

Albert  V,  Sbaw....... 

Ai'-"    '•'        r 

Lorenz  Mayer 

Robert  T..irl:e 


28907-29 
28907-30 
2890&-1 
28905-7 
28905-10 
28905-17  , 
28905-18 
28905-19 
28905-20  I 
28905-21 
28905-22 
28905-23 
28905-24 
28905-25 
28905-26 
28905-27 
28905-28 
2890S-20 
28905-30  i 
2800S-31 


(> 


JUDGMENTS    RENDERED    BY    THE    COURT    OF    CLAIMS.        ( 

Judgmentt  in  claims  of  officers  and  enlisted  men  of  the  Spanish  war  for  extra 
jx^— Continued. 


Numi  of  claimant. 


JtibnUA.^.. ^BOS-32 

ThomM  L.  Hunt, .,,,„,.,„,„,„,,„„ — .-  28905-33 

FAtrJck  Hogan *. ..-«.-...-.  2»Mi5^4 

Jiictui*!  Howard. , - 29005^^ 

WiMmm  CQnkJpman.,, -.->, '  28005-36 

Aibert  W,  Comploa ..., i  28601^7 

Oeofxe  W.  Co0ey..<., - -.<„. I  28905^38 

Boscoe  O.  Cocbmn—.— — - - p.,*..  2Se06-*0 

WiUiam  F.  DtickoU,,., ,J  2fleOi5-» 

Ouy  R.  Martin ,... * -,.*-,  J  28605-41 

FraoltK.  Mirti?Twr,.„,,.„ „ 2SS0d-42 

Jamrw  B.  Morrison.*..-,.,.*- .——...—  ..  —  ...  2S905-^3 

Chark'S  Mat l^aon. „.-,„. „,-,„„,„,„*„ **.  28905-44 

Baoddil  O.  Ring,-,*.— ...,-,.- - ,-..,  299(^-45 

CUntun  Bovman_,„. , „„.  28605-40 

Eov  T,  Dicfcfrsdn„,„- ..„„. ,-.,.J  28805-47 

Aliitf  ChambtTB.,  _.._.,.,.,...—,-.*., ^._„„,,... 28Q0S-48 

Freaky  V.  Ryhiil- ***.«„„... ** S8905-S0 

Berman  A.  Ilaubold. *...—.-.., ^,,.. .........  24145 

Solomon  U  Jeffjprs ,-,.«- ..*-,....». 245ea 

ChaTlMH.  Ff^mald - - 2S545 

iEmerson  E.  Eddy, ,,_.,,,„,.,,,, ,„,.,, ,...„,-,„,,  25220^-37 

Oeongp  Whltlock , ,.—__-...  ^22&-38 

ftuilord  H.  Thornfl.__„, , ,  28220-39 

f  tank  J.  Wmwjt ....- ..„  2822(M0 

CtuirL««  n.  PhiUipi..... '  28220-41 

Robert  J.  St.  llrte» -,. 2g23&'43 

John  W.  Ueardon .-..—„-,., 28220-45 

£Ujt  FcrgiLBon.,, — ^...-...— _^-.,  2^13^ 

Robert  E.  Collina--. .^„- 248S3r<Wi 

CWemcr ..,,-.. .-«-*,-.,  2ft57^ 

WUlMm  J,  JotiMOn „ 29502 

WlUMm  A.  »rowix.-,„. .,.-.-— „-,-,- -—  20535 

O*  R*  Fowler ..., -, , ,„J  24446 

Morria  M.  Keck*-,- f7M8  i 

Orlo  E-  Naylor .* - '  ai3B 

H.  B.  Frymire 37573 

a  IL  AndRfSOn ^ ,*,-, 27482 

Wiliijim  A.  Campman...... -...—  28920 

E*  L.  Bolotnon,._.,,.—,——^«-,.-.p-„_-,-^. ..,_,„.  2fMBl 

H.  E.  Gniiglcr...,,..,.- 28140  , 

PluilS.  Ulrkrb...... -_-,... I  38541  | 

OeoiWB  C  Canning .„,. I  30T19-4 

LboO.  Ho«eU..,„.- ,„_„„.,  38230-34 

Ff^nk  P.  HanBon .„ ....„,. |  2S230-2« 

Aodfew  8.  Corbett..*.— ...-.*.-,— -.- -V  2enS-3 

WfUiam  J.  CullDn _*„, .„ 20713-4 

QeoTgn  Harris .._... 28220-35 

O*  A.  Bateinazi , .-„ 28230-36 

C  Bodfitner „.. -. .^-.-.. ,245n  A  (I) 

Manin  Kcnney „_., „.,.,.,... 24571  F  (2) 

H.  F.  BMldwIn-*..... -.245710(1) 

Ed*ardSkocl ....„ .,.„.., „-.-.  34571  It 

JtsdQiAxker - 24S71  X 

Out  UMoeller.- .,„,. ,^.„  24»ra 

JolinlL  DonniOly .._- ,.-  ^07fl 

Jofli&h  F.  A.  K^wli&rd,, ....,.„ 38773 

Smilp  Chartard., ^..,,. a3W 

joacpb  G.  Boypr... ,,,..,-.—>..,.-..—...-.-„-__'  37904 

QatrnceO.  Uohanou.... ...-*.-.- -.—..*-. '  39&7S 

Jofao  P,  Wotrtng..-.. ..,..-...>- ,  381M 

iMbnon  C.  llUler.-... -.... 2fifi75 

BjoaSod«n 27887 

Frank  B,  HoqM., 26506 

HoQwrM.  Sodifi-,.., 27938 

Jacob  F.  Kinder 2fl025 

KonnaQ  O.  Btlser..,, 26327 

BexuT  J^  VoBEl .- '  27866 

EmAnwl  K.  V<«ol 27860 

Emil  limn .....* - 26711^ 

Antbonx  BlomMn 26721-19 

- 28006-1 


Amount 

D&t«of 

awanliHi. 

JudffQUiiit. 

126.00 

D«.  lOplW 

26.00 

Do. 

^m 

Do. 

26.00 

Do. 

13.fi) 

Do. 

30.00 

Do, 

24.97 

Do. 

26.00 

Do, 

36.00 

Do. 

20.00 

Do, 

36.00 

Do. 

26.00 

Do, 

26.00 

Do. 

36.00 

Do. 

36.00 

Do. 

26,00 

Do, 

26.00 

Do. 

26.00 

Do. 

308.89 

Do. 

150.00 

Do. 

iao-00 

Do. 

»1.30 

Do. 

31.20 

Do. 

31.20 

Do, 

31.20 

Do. 

3ti.0D 

Do,       ■ 

31.20 

Do. 

31.20 

Do. 

166.67 

Do. 

26.00 

Do. 

43. <D 

Do. 

38.40 

Do. 

45.00 

Do. 

110,00 

Do. 

116.67 

Do. 

31.30 

Do. 

SI. 20 

Do, 

8.32 

Do. 

35.01 

Do. 

30.00 

Do. 

31.30 

Do. 

43.30 

Do. 

31.20 

Do, 

31.30 

Do. 

31.20 

Do 

31.30 

Do. 

31.20 

Do, 

31.30 

Do. 

31.20 

Do. 

250.00 

Do. 

31.20 

Do. 

125.00 

Do. 

175.00 

Do, 

125.00 

Do. 

422.23 

Dec,   17,1906 

31.30 

Do 

36.00 

Do. 

31.30 

Do. 

47.20 

Do. 

13.30 

Do. 

31.20 

Do. 

31  3f> 

Do 

26.00 

Do. 

31.20 

Do. 

31.20 

Do. 

31.20 

Do. 

31.20 

Do. 

31.20 

Do. 

36.00 

Do. 

31.20 

Do. 

31.20 

Do. 

26.00 

Do. 

26.00 

Do. 
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Judgments  in  cknvis  of  officers  and  enlisted  men  of  the  Spanish  war/or  extra 
pay— Continued . 


Nunc  ardAUnAnt. 
Joseph  Hile ._, 

28906-3 
28906-4 

28006-5 
28906-6 
28006-8 
28906-10 
28906-11 
28906-12 
28906-15 
28906-16 
28906-17 
28906-18 
28906-19 
28906-20 
28906-21 
28906-22 
28906-23 
28906-25 
28906-26 
28906-27 
28906-28 
28906-30 
28906-31 
28906-32 
28906-33 
28906-34 
28906-35 
28906-36 
28906-37 
28906-38 
28906-39 
28906-40 
28906-42 
28006-43 
28906-44 
28906-45 
28906-46 
28906-47 
2890649 
28906^ 
26346-1 
26346-2 
26346-3 
26346-4 
26346-5 
26346-6 
26346-7 
2(346-9 
26346-10 
26346-11 
26346-12 
26346-13 
26346-14 

26346-16 
26346-17 
26346-18 
2634«W19 
26346-21 
26346-23 
26346-24 
•26346-25 
26346-26 
26346-27 
21346-28 
26346-29 
26346-30 
26346-31 
26346-32 
26346-33 
2634634 
26346-35 
2IS46-36 

AzKrant 

<26.00 
26.00 
18.97 
26.00 
26.00 
26.00 
15.67 
26.00 
26.00 
30.00 
26.00 
23.71 
26.00 
25.32 
24.39 
26.00 
26.00 
26.00 
26.00 
26.00 
26.00 
26.00 
26.00 
30.00 
26.00 
26.00 
26.00 
31.20 
20.67 
31.20 
26.00 
31.20 
30.00 
23.03 
26.00 
26.00 
26.00 
26.00 
26.00 
30.00 
21.60 
16.60 
15.60 
15.60 
15,60 
18.00 
15.60 
15.60 
21.60 
15.60 

15.  eo 

15.60 
15.60 
15.60 
15.60 
15.60 
15.60 
15.00 
17.91 
16.19 
15.60 
15.60 
15.60 
15.60 
15.60 
15.60 
30.00 
15.60 
15.60 
18.00 
18.00 
15.60 
15.60 

D«tear 

Jud^rmtint* 

Dec.  17,1W« 
Do. 
Do. 

Henry  W.  llnmla,* 

S^mi-a  K.  IfvUtj. .,.___. 

Wimam  IJ.  UobsoD.,... 

NoahT.  Uiiil * 

Do. 
Do. 

John  Ilodson..... 

Do. 

€harl6«  S.  rii^wklas^ 

Do. 

Froderiok  G.  Smith, „., 

Homer  il,  Ujayilock. 

Do. 

Do. 

Joseph  L.  Barron. „..»..        

Do. 

John  W,  HcuJKiWn 

Do. 

Qorman  Head  rickBon 

Do. 

EbnerB.  Hoiwhton.* 

Do. 

WlUlftm  F*  llaguo 

Do. 

COtudot  A.  Famkner..... 

Do. 

Edwai^  J.  Johnsoa,..,, 

Do. 

JanobC-JoHllTc 

Do. 

John  H*  Nuitcnt *-.-,, 

Do. 

JobnNoU^r.., - 

Do. 

Dtmk  W.  Nciin8„„*,, 

Do. 

G«oiKc  S.  Nevli*. .  —  -**. 

Do. 

obn  W.  BmUh,..,. 

Do. 

Kol»rt  K.  Lytie 

Do. 

Fmnk  Law... ._,.. 

Do. 

KiltoQ  Lane 

Do. 

Lara  Lund , 

Do. 

dhn  C.  bi>fw?y,,.,,,,,* 

Do. 

I4IU3  Smith ^m*-^ 

Do. 

6amiwl  (1  olij Lnjiig, 

Do. 

61UIJ itt'i  M on tiLk iu< **-.* 

Do. 

Cdwnrd  II,  llt-ck..*.. 

Do. 

o«(?ph  W.  Lftpointo.,_- 

Do. 

KUnerM.  iJutU,,. , 

Do. 

2eb  ijmpl.. .  — 

Do. 

Rotwit  W.  GTii(?.a,,„,„ 

Do. 

H»rotd  H.  (lo^Btoo^.^*... 

Do. 

'nuak  0  rvgory 

Do. 

ffiiary  Oiunhlfl 

Do. 

Hlter  W.  Omham..,,,,, 

Do. 

0«car  L.  OntUn.. 

Do. 

D<^ot]^  fi.  CArtjentet, 

Do. 

Jobn  D.  Fultcii 

Do. 

1  wiOM  A    Mnr*h, *«„••, 

Do. 

ehn  H.  Mumlty,*,.,...* 

Do. 

4Wl#  K.  i^iinlVTK, ,«.>,, 

Do. 

OtoiRii  K.  Etifc^'Ui^cli*,. 

Do. 

DUiHqii  1).  ilnndi^r,*. 

Do. 

WllUum  II.  Uc^nild 

Do. 

fiimr  W.litfpbfitu , 

OuiibHT.ICilHillllui.. 

Do. 
Do. 
Do. 

•Fikhjn  W  IJiBubcnkaA 

Do. 

^Tm*^^^"*" 

Do. 
Do 

Il»ar|pft  A.  &t*lu* *,*...* 

Do. 

niinmi'^  IL  tlfiit >*.*.,-, 

Do 

Irviu  1:1,  t'tJJttf*r.»^,^ ].' 

Do. 

Bd«aMBinmi 

Do. 

Ikrtd  LlUli^Kt^f. 

Liroy  M^v, 

Do. 
Do. 

fei-l^;::::: ::::;:::::- 

Do. 
Do. 

iiKSM  W.  iKcwni*. 

Do. 

V<HH!«    V.  VVnlfi'JlrUL    .        

Do. 

Joliti,  \V     Slv.nt.'f                      

Do. 

Jnnit'^  iiWUn 

Do, 

WUU*nn  H.  8mHb 

Do. 

WUUiim  W.  W^t 

Do. 

jMlhuj  li  WiiiUh. .           

Do. 

Do. 

ll^l^S,!.^          f                N*    f'l'       1 

Do. 

y r»t" V  '    *\ \'  ''i'^v 

Do. 

mWma  0,  Mi^kUrt 

Do, 

JUDGMENTS   RENDERED   BY   THE   COURT   OF   CLAIMS.       9 


JudgmenU  in  daim»  of  officen  and  ehl%$Ud  men  of  the  Spanish  war  for  extra 

pay — C^jntin  u  ed . 


NAmaefeWmimt, 

Ko. 

Amount 
awards. 

Datoof 

UkAAt^  w.  Rf>b^rt#. .     ,     ,  ,     . , 

36846^ 
26346-38 
30346-^ 
26346-40 
26346-41 
36a4&42 
26346^ 
26340-44 
36346H-I6 
2€34d-40 
2«S«-47 
26346^ 
2i346-» 
26346^1 
3«34e^ 
9^46^ 
96346^ 
360» 
36871 
29066 

26B1B 
300122 

suas 

30(MI3 

29796 
38507 
26321 
3&40S 
2S1M 
3S514 
26fiB4 
3S334 
26510 
3fiOS4 
36521 
36637 
26057 
37D04 
36889 
36305 

251W 
3Sli& 
253ai 

367410 
25950 
2S2g4 
25013 
39137 
320GO 
20022 
3»34 
39106 
3Se]D 
28069 
2304S 
25934-56 
2S934-57 
29148 
24324 
28963 
20080 
25475 
270^9 

mm 

27gSl 
36346-48 
26342-22 
36342-24 
36343-26 
2a3<M8 

lia.€0 
13.60 
15.60 
u.eo 

18.00 
15.60 
15.00 

w.eo 

15.60 
15.60 
15.60 
15.00. 
15.60  I 
15.60 
15.60, 
21.60 
15.60 
31.30 
15.00 
31.20 
31.20  1 
31.20; 
31.20 
31.20 
275.00  1 
67.20 
30.00 
31.20 
31.30 
31.20 

ifi.eo 

]5.«0 
31.30 
31. 20 
31.30 
150.00 
31. ao 
31.20 
31.9'2 
31.20 
35.30 
31.20 
31.30 
31.20' 
31.30  1 
206.33 
15.130 
150.00 
110. 3« 
150.00 
77.78 
150.00 
206.33 
125.00 
133.33 
330.00 
U6.67 
233.33 
15.60 
15.60 
133.33 
150.00 
111. 11 

eo.oo 

125.00 

125.00 

300.00 

162.50 

13.60 

15.60 

15.60 

I5.fi0 

m,oo 

I>ec  17, 190ft 

Emll  Young.. „ - ..,.>,.......»,..»..-..... 

WWli4B)  Cllurroy. „„. .^*.._. 

Do* 

dm  W.  BurlT. ,„,„.„„, ,-.„.„,. 

DOb 

JMttCa  Redmond,,. * , 

ftl0ntin«  C.  Lfmth*r..„ , , „.,.. 

Do. 

QtOTg^  n.  Jnnr«...«.„.«.>,^.^....^.,._^.._<.^._.,^__,, 

Dfc 

obn  B.  Godd&riL.,., ,.„„,„,.,.,,,„,.„,,,,.. 

DOi 

ivwcu,  PartB.. .  . 

Dtk 

Fiwl  W.  iloflmaiL , ,„ 

Do* 

F^7ff»F  7,MAr          ,                   r.....x.....x.._..._.„M.x..      . 

Da 

Uterbtoe'b,  Sttrtler , , 

Da 

\  jiAzKinf  <1.  Hf>mlck. ..«,..,. 

Da 

Oeonp  W.  Tftiw-*. -.—*-...-*-.-- ..--.-- ■. 

Da 

K^tianliil  Bloiirfu. „.,.... - 

Do. 

WlLLlam  N,  WoE.. ,...*— _-_. .„ 

Do. 

joiCTtli  BiKhnieT^ 

Doc.  24,  IflOft 

T^D^r  A.  Hwr.. .  ...  ......   .....    .. 

Do. 

Anbleif.  FiCikBa. , _. 

Da 

Pttt  B,  WU«<Ki ,„„ „„ 

Da 

B^TTY  QHfinisf't .,,,,_^.._. , .^,......-...x 

Da 

Haiht C  Welbel ....,..,.. .„ 

Da 

iSa 

Fi^uik  L.  Fraaclu. .•,.•,*.....-._.-. ..^._..-/..--*_*,, 

Do 

Al£r^  C.  Chatfleld ,„_ II 

Da 

OeorgeC.  lioltaroot*. , ._. 

Do. 

E4wa^rd  I.  FomwaJt,.,.,*...^, __.,_. ,-,-,^^ 

Do. 

IdwArd  S.  tJorgcr. 

Do. 

Jo^  A.  limfd....-..*.* , , 

Pa 

Htrrv  E.  ftook..-,.,, ,.-.-,-.,---.---..---.-... ,..-.-_ 

Da 

O#<»f0i  N.  Dflmla... ,.„ 

Da 

Oicar  W    Buftloot. ,,„. , 

Da 

Gh&rlei  R.iilchlioher... *......,...,—* ,..,..,. 

Da 

H4rrr  C.  A.  B(aUi£*t -, 

Da 

CuuJlU  H.  WlxytJt.. -.,..-...... 

Da 

ftdiTAnl  S.  Mofler „...., ...*.., 

Do. 

Qwr^  W.  Herth..-.. „„.. 

VilliEni  O,  n*rinff.. ........x.....xx  ^ 

Da 
Do. 

S4garT.  Jobn^K^ ......^.. *..r «..«.,.*.. 

Do. 

Do. 

WtUiam  W,  B*^llt©l*v* _ I, 

Do» 

Edwin  A.  Kelfor....*. —..._..,.,...-*.._*.  .„*•  J 

Do. 

Wlllijun  R.ScJwIl. _ -,- 

Do. 

Frtd^/FienjQi'""."ii;i;;i";";!i"iiiii!!"i"i; 

ttedkil  Baker. .7!-.^ ,.„ 

Da 

Da 
Da 

K^wfoj)  W.  Gilbert.. *,...■...»--,».., .■».._*,* 

Wililiim  J.  yiehh . 

Da 

Jin.   7,1907 

Do. 

Da 

Fwctehck  «,  Whiting „,-.„..... 

J.  Edward  Dupont,.. -,..,,-„,,,., ....„., ._,, 

Do. 

WfUlftm  n  Stnuib...., ,^„. .„_ 

Do. 

LottlaRach.......... „„. 

Do. 
Do. 

WElIiun  li.  Brown........ .,. 

Peter  A.  Tbompion,,,,.,,... ._„_,.„ 

Rotujrt  By*ri ..*,.-,.„*.v,.,^,„ 

Do. 
Da 
Da 

John  11,  NlioD. 

Joiin  W.  Prk»,JT,..., .,.„ 

/o«pb  W.  Jftclion _ 

Samwd  B.  Birolftr...... ._. .,.., 

Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 

ChftCfatH.  JODM „. 

Da 

wmiuDButeaiBDt....... , ....i:"]]" 

JflM»fiUKMlfl .,. 

Da 
Do. 

Walter  Clifford.. ,. ,„,. 

WmiAm  F.  IteekJ... 

Da 
Do. 

iazoei  L.  Ltnn^... , ».,.■,..-.-*,.* 

Da 

JcoMf  E.  AmtKroDff ,.,..,.-....^.    ^. 

Do. 

aTitoR-0oi..,..7:,..., 

ENi 

j<£nH.cSi::::::.:::i:::;;::::;::;i:i::i:::::::::; 

Do. 

8unaai  P.  Bithnrat. 

Do 

l>ftTld  E.  Rotbm2k 

Da 

H  I>-6(>-l— Vol  107- 
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JudgmenU  in  claims  of  officen  and  enlUted  men  of  the  Spanish  fDor/or  extra 
pay — Continued. 


Name  of  oUlmant. 


Qoome  B.  Snyder 

HarriiKmO.  WillUm« 

Wilbur  L.  Wagner 

Oarar  A.  Shirley 

Lewie  A,  Walker. 

Orrts  Onnan 

Qlne  J .  O  renol^ 

Wmiam  M.  Heat 

Predexick  K.  Fnuik 

Hlekmaa  J.  Krilennan 

Saxnud  H.  Rhoadet 

Harry  n.Netr 

Lawrence  Rittenboaee 

Harry  Charies 

Jamee  L,  Curtin 

QMiiiEe  P.  Miner 

Harry  R.  Orieet 

Wmis  K.  Williams 

Wmiam  H.  McOaualand 

Jacob  J.  Spotte 

Frank  T.  WaUace 

David  O.llaart 

Clarence  11.  Oamer 

J6hn  r.  .lohnirto© 

Horace  M.  Harper 

Wniiam  C.  F.rua 

Harry  A.  Gardner 

Daniel  J.  Korh 

Harrr  F.  McManaway 

OiaxieeE.  Parr 

HnrlMcOeUan 

Franklin  H.iidjieier 

Frank  D.  Soodere 

Blake  Ucbmer 

ChaHee  W.  Wrye 

Harrr  W.  Fisiher 

WallierWelrtx 

Row<oe  Cwikhn 

Irvin  W.  Be5it 

leiTa3>a  M.  I'^pdm 

Aaroe  harder 

J«hn.l.  ^ftarer 

Jaznee  ^otlML  It    

CWdW,  FWk 

Haiv4d  B.  M.tAell 

Sdw»id  1?.  McOTrtwcn 

V**d««  R.  T^v-«np«ia 

L««H.  AlVrt 

OMtlaad  ii .  i\^5««sh»Trr 

lacv^  I A>f»ari 

Oiax«(w.f\likajai 

CVIfB  R.  IVcn:T»c 

Okarlee  0.  K*TT>f^>er 

I  slhr^r  Ro'Bir*     

€^^TvrM  lum».ih» 

CSfc.VlT.  W  WkVTT 

Jiihr.  H.  M.TinK*: 

TV3«tf  AiA>wi.'sy.  :.r 

M.'VNW  \  R<cnbAn         ..     . 

C^v>3f  S.  >c*if 

Kic*2)i^i  5^  KfC  

H-.T»a  :,  knaro 

Ofo^ipr  5.  TBI  b.^x^ 

Fasvfc  HrlVoati 

Ois-cipr  T  Re;r^aa7£? 


NO. 

Amount 

Date  of 

awarded. 

judgment. 

a6342-«) 

S18.00 

Jan.    7,1907 

26342-^ 

15.60 

Do. 

26342-^6 

15.60 

Do. 

26342-38 

15.60 

Do. 

26342-10 

15.60 

Do. 

26342-12 

IS.  60 

Do. 

26342-44 

IS.  60 

Do. 

26342-46 

15.60 

Do, 

a6342-l» 

IS.  60 

Do. 

26342-61 

IS.  60 

Do, 

26342^ 

15.60 

Do, 

26142^56 

15.60 

Do, 

26342-^ 

15.60 

Do, 

2634^23 

15.60 

Do, 

26343-25 

15.60 

Do. 

2634^27 

l&OO 

Do. 

»342-29 

l&OO 

Do. 

26342-31 

18. 00 

Do, 

26342^S 

15.60 

Do, 

26342-37 

15.00 

Do, 

26342-^19 

15.60 

Do. 

2R342-41 

5.20 

Do. 

»^342-i3 

15.60 

Do. 

26342-45 

15.60 

Do, 

26342-48 

15.60 

Do. 

»343-«) 

15.00 

Do. 

26342-52 

15.60 

Do. 

26342-54 

15.60 

Do. 

26342-57 

15.60 

Do. 

2fi2Sl-l 

15.60 

Do. 

262SI-3 

1        15.60 

Do, 

2fi2Sl-5 

1        19.52 

Do. 

262S1-7 

19.53 

Do. 

2fi2Sl-9 

15.60 

Do. 

»»i-n 

15.60 

Do. 

,    afssi-i.'i 

'        15. «» 

Do. 

2R2S1-15 

1        15.60 

Do. 

■      28a>l-17 

1.V.60 

Do. 

■    «esi-i9 

UV60 

Do. 

■      26281-21 

i.vao 

Do. 

I      2R2S1-3 

15.60 

Do. 

26Sil-26 

1.V60 

Do. 

«esi-2s 

n.60 

Do. 

aKan-» 

15.10 

Do. 

2KM-C 

1.^.* 

Do. 

ais3si-i 

1,^» 

Do. 

aes'.-6 

i.^a** 

Do. 

».v.-s 

1.V60 

Do. 

»>?l-'.0 

l.vt^-^ 

Do^ 

>csi-;: 

*..vtV 

Do. 

AOs:-:4 

:.v««> 

Do. 

Jfi>:-:f 

■.vtV 

Do. 

»es:-:< 

'..v* 

Do. 

?fCs:--Y 

Tn  Hf- 

Do. 

i?fi».\^ 

*.s  ?V^ 

Do. 

3«S  -;"4 

:.v«v 

Do. 

ACS   r 

■-^  tv 

Do. 

SCS  •  .N 

•  ?.  s- 

Dcv. 

->^^.' 

:<  X 

Dcv. 

.Mis^ 

r  •v 

Dc*. 

.>?5^ 

\.    V? 

Do. 

>»r4 

. .   .V 

IXx 

:-A> 

4.V.Y 

IVx 

r^AV 

.V  af 

Do. 

.V  :y 

.^    -V 

.Tail.  :«.a« 

-V.* 

.V.Y 

Do. 

^^^4 

:.v.  .Y 

IVw 

.\xx< 

V.nr 

Do. 

2R-\V 

:.v.  .V 

IV*. 

>s*> 

>n. 

aAvv 

.>»  .">• 

Dx 

>^V>8W 

ST.  ,V 

Dcv 

>iVtS(-^ 

.^tV 

Dft. 
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JudgmaUM  in  cUjAim  of  officers  and  enliited  men  of  the  Spcmieh  war  for  extra 
pay—Contimied, 


Name  of  oUinuuit. 


Qimnt  Wltmer 

Antbon  C.  Jensen 

Babin*  A.  Yearly,  admlnistratilx. 

Jacob  Cooper 

Irwin  A.  Beck 

Harry  IL  Kmmbeln 

Jobn  O'Neill 

George  H.  Scbaner 

LynnTraflord 

James  Wolf 

Julius  C.  Jobnson 

Jobn  C.  Sbattuck 

BalpbB.  Applewblte 

Pblllp  H.  Pryer 

BamuelJ.Seteled 

William  McMlnn 

Jobn  Murray  Reed 

George  W.  Wieand 

Walter  E.  Roffers 

Harry  H.  Rockey 

William  Otto 

JobnJ.McMabon 

Aogustns  B .  Jeflerles 

Edward  Nagle 

Gnstay  E.  C.  Lasob 

Josepb  Lafoimtaine 

William  J.  Llngel 

William  Hersbey 

Truman  F.  Waik 

James  K.  Hunter 

Harry  Hamilton 

Edwin  B.  Hammer 

Alfoid  H.  ColweU 

Samuel  G.  Davis,  Jr 

CbarlesJ.  Lee 

Gust  Elvester 

Cbaries  M.  Stanslfer 

Samuel  L.  Matbews 

Joseph  J.  Porter 

WiUiam  Hasaett 

Lawrence  Benton 

George  D.  Abbott 

Bemaid  W.  Beatty 

Andrew  J.  Kinney 

Cbarles  A.  Bom 

JohnTaddv 

Cbarles  S.  Jones 

George  H.  Stevenson 

WilUam  J.  Rawlings 

George  W.  Dicus 

Fred  L.  Tbatcber 

Randolph  Hurry,  executor 

Robert  W.  Hawkins 

Michael  Sullivan 

Alfred  L.  Trenowetb 

JobnH.  GUbert 

John  A.  Taylor 

George  W.  Steever 

William  Tbeurer 

Jobn  M.  Bl  tner 

Warren  R.Bell 

Louis  B.  Leedy 

Henry  B.  Fldler,  father,  etc , 

Wilson  H.  Lewars 

John  A.  Shlpp 

James  H.  Webb , 

Jobn  MoConnell 

Charles  W.  Boone 

Robert  J.  Busbee 

James  Wood 

George  Busbey 

'^ H.  Ray. 

Parks 


No. 

Amount 

Date  Of 

awarded. 

Judgment. 

26866 

$31.20 

Jan.  14,1907 

25942 

125.00 

Do. 

29066-14 

31.20 

Do. 

2905&-10 

36.59 

Do. 

29066 

31.20 

Do. 

2905»n6 

31.20 

Do. 

29066-6 

31.20 

Do. 

2905fr-7 

31.20 

Do. 

29056-8 

31.20 

Do. 

29056-9 

31.20 

Do. 

29063 

34.57 

Do. 

29244 

31.20 

Do. 

28737 

150.00 

Do. 

27893 

31.20 

Do. 

26801 

31.20 

Do. 

27632 

31.20 

Do. 

28928 

416.66 

Do. 

28062 

43.20 

Do. 

29077 

31.20 

Do. 

29015 

43.20 

Do. 

27531 

31.20 

Do. 

29046 

30.00 

Do. 

27961 

26.00 

Do. 

27048 

31.20 

Do. 

27479 

31.20 

Do. 

28644 

31.20 

Do. 

28791 

31.20 

Do. 

28851 

31.20 

Do. 

27900 

31.20 

Do. 

28860 

40.68 

Do. 

28888 

31.20 

Do. 

28911 

31.20 

Do. 

28925 

43.20 

Do. 

28818 

166.67 

Do. 

29870 

45.60 

Do. 

29609 

26.00 

Do. 

29847 

26.00 

Do. 

29863 

30.00 

Do. 

29864 

30.00 

Do. 

29665 

26.00 

Do. 

29855 

43.20 

Do. 

29752 

26.00 

Do. 

29753 

26.00 

Do. 

23120 

300.00 

Do. 

27305 

583.33 

Do. 

24571  J 2 

43.20 

Do. 

26721-10 

31.20 

Do. 

28866 

108.00 

Do. 

25728 

125.00 

Do. 

29127 

250.00 

Do. 

25479 

170.00 

Do. 

26664 

166.67 

Do. 

29134 

54.00 

Do. 

26285 

116.67 

Do. 

26024 

29.17 

Do. 

27162-55 

31.20 

Do. 

2716:^-56 

31.20 

Do. 

27162-57 

31.20 

Do. 

27162->')8 

31.20 

Do. 

27162-59 

31.20 

Do. 

27162-60 

31.20 

Do. 

27162-63 

31.20 

Do. 

26231-27 

43.20 

Do. 

28231-29 

43.20 

Do. 

28829-31 

22.11 

Do. 

28829-32 

31.20 

Do. 

28829-34 

36.00 

Do. 

28829-35 

26.00 

Do. 

28829-36 

26.00 

Do. 

28829-37 

36.00 

Do. 

28829-41 

26.00 

Do. 

28829-42 

31.20 

Do. 

28829^ 

9.68 

Do. 
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Judffments  in  claims  of  officers  and  enlisted  men  of  the  Spanish  war  for  extra 
pay — Continued. 


NamBofoUinuuit. 

No. 

Amount 
awarded. 

Date  Of 
judgment. 

WfWl^ni  N-  Flah^r- 

28820-44 

2882»-48 

28829-49 

28829^50 

29646 

29645 

29872 

29871 

29644 

29146 

29368 

23801 

29213 

29600 

29056-19 

29533 

23980 

29240 

23007 

23785 

24138 

24081 

22961 

23391 

25903 

23627 

27358 

28832 

28993 

29062 

29024 

26723 

28476 

28971 

28503 

28497 

26322 

28477 

29086 

29086-3 

29086-4 

29086-6 

29086-7 

29086-9 

29044 

24671  Zl 

24671  Ml 

24671  A2 

23919 

23940 

24098 

24452 

24019 

24134 

24397 

24527 

24441 

24093 

24245 

24272 

24546 

28896 

26494 

26683 

24571  02 

24571  12 

24813 

24567 

26955 

26050 

28827-11 

25101 

28882 

$36.00 

28.72 

26.00 

24.57 

58.16 

130.76 

36.68 

82.72 

49.64 

95.00 

266.66 

208.33 

26.00 

26.00 

31.20 

333.34 

320.01 

125.00 

21.60 

150.00 

125.00 

250.00 

125.00 

116.67 

250.00 

266.66 

15.60 

62.40 

31.20 

31.20 

43.20 

31.20 

43.20 

31.20 

43.20 

31.20 

31.20 

36.00 

31.20 

31.20 

31.20 

31.20 

31.20 

31.20 

31.20 

300.00 

250.00 

233.33 

116.67 

116.67 

116.67 

125.00 

300.00 

300.00 

166.67 

150.00 

41.67 

160.00 

206.33 

15.60 

150.00 

29.26 

31.20 

31.20 

212.50 

108.00 

150.00 

41.67 

300.00 

125.00 

32.00 

206.11 

2&00 

Jan.  14,1007 
Do. 

ThoTTnw  Martin . . 

Henry  W.  Mohr. 

Do. 

George  R.  Morton 

Do. 

EdwaidC.  Kunde 

Jan.  21,1907 
Do. 

John  Miiillgan 

WIUif^Tn  A  *>Jnrthrop  .  . . 

Do. 

IryinV.Todd 

Do. 

William  A.  Brown 

Do. 

WillifLm  \fpK.  T.|^TnMlTi   _ 

Do. 

Karl  L.  D^  Pomhre . 

Do. 

Frederick  R.  Chariton 

Do. 

Etaner  A.  Mieener 

Do. 

AdRTTi  Ri^mholt .    ,  r  T  - . 

Do. 

Albert  F.  Clemens 

Do. 

Clifton  L.  Fenton 

Do. 

Patrick  J.  McMahon 

Jan.  28,1907 
Do. 

WIIHatti  ,T   KfAting 

Do. 

George  8.  McCleery 

Do. 

Fitzhugh  Tayioe 

Do. 

Lewis  0.  Hunton 

Do. 

Joseph  E.  McCarter 

Do. 

HftrhiBrt  R.  RinvhA^^d 

Do. 

Chria  E,  John»on , 

Do. 

I.  E.  Miller,  administrator,  etc 

Do. 

Charles  W.  Jacobie 

Do. 

James  B.  Curry,  father,  etc 

Do. 

Daniel  P.  Myers 

Do. 

PdtAr  ShATifir. 

Do. 

Paul  F .  Kochenderf e r 

Do 

Albert  L.  Mooney 

Do. 

Ki<>hftri  M,  Reiitlipr 

Do. 

Morris  W.  Spangier 

Do. 

Joseph  L.  Lengdl 

Do. 

Edward  V.  Kestner 

Do. 

Ralph  B.  Eflhleman 

Do. 

John  Mftrvinfl,  , ^      . 

Do. 

Franklin  R  dicker , 

Do. 

Harry  Epstein 

Do. 

W^ll|i/*A  Qiiimhy   

Do. 

Luther  A.' Yeager 

Do. 

Willif^m  T    F4>knTiroth 

Do. 

Thomas  W.  Paine 

Do. 

Horace  R.  Carl 

Do. 

John  Tnm«r                   , 

Do. 

William  B.  HaU 

Do. 

John  E .  Barron 

Do. 

Oscar  L.  Foley 

Feb.    4,1907 

Johns.  Adams 

Albert  W.  Foreman 

William  J.  Perry 

Willis  J.  Wells 

Jnliu"  E.  Flipgfl. .. 

Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 

James  H.  Perley 

Hamilton  M.  Roff«»,  jr , 

Do. 
Do. 

George  H.  Freitasi.' 

Abraham  L.  Hauerwas 

Lawrence  D.  Knowles 

John  Kane _    .     _ .  _ , 

Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 

WiUlam  B.  Poland 

Amo"  Me«hey , ,                           . 

Do. 
Do. 

Robert  E.  Heffner.... 

William  H.  J.  Reed 

William  H.  Smith 

Frank  E.  CalUes 

George  W.  Drummond 

Roy  Vendenheuval 

Lewis  H.  Palmer 

Alvah  M.  Jacobus 

H.  Eugene  Myers 

Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Feb.    6,1907 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 

lyi^yrfQQoe  8.  'T'rumAn 

Do. 

Hensyl  L.  Heaton 

Do. 
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JudgmenU  in  daima  of  officers  and  enlxBted  men  of  the  Spanish  war  for  extra 
pay—Continued . 


T^tnm  of  otftlmapt* 


JWDM  K.  WftttdBS .. 

Jolm  H.  WeU^r.  «itiplnlsti»tOf. 
Walter  A^  Bail*'y.„,,,^.. .._.__ 
J^liai  Iklng  FrpemAn..^ _..,„.., 

Jolm  WoodardK,,»^H,^^__^ 

Allen  Wolic.  „. 

PlMunt  r.  Hu»eU,,... 

B«nih&td  Betil«ldt .,,,.... 

BQWKrd  W.  Yocum*... *,..,*„, 

Oeof^  J,  Romer ,.— . 

Vtotor  L.  P.  M.  Gfcquel> 

WULUm  A.  Ottf&ador,,. >«.*—. 

GodigflC,  S«llnow ,..,>,.. 

H«miy  a  S.  llftMtlQg* 

S4«Krd  IL  Chapman............ 

BeTTOPQr K.  ri^rrli. »...,. .,._,, 

WmiunBHCoiiUa.... 

Arthur  .f.  Clitlord..*.. ..„ 

Fmnk  E.  Selkirk 

ArtliarM.  Bftnd^il,. ........ 

ChArlfi*  Q.  Eappe..^ .,.. 

Ousfmer  F.  Svttmi*. .,..,.  .*...__ 

Gaois«  We«tlUl 

Eobert  J.  Bobituon. 

Edwmnl  H.  Bnrtea ,.,.*,*. 

L  P,  Maktilm............ 


WUUaE.  Walker......... 

ClAtoa  £^  Huin|} 

ArcMlAld  R.  McFaHAnd. 
WilUftm  A.  HcnarictBon.. 

QuiJtopher  f^maham 

J|»nlnlt.  Wftldon 

Jotui  J.  D«M1 ^. 

Fr»nJt  O.  Van  TujK...... 

JctbD  B«  Ebmoim......... 

H«iTT  8,  SUJ*W 

WUUkib  B.  Stodcdkk..... 

Mlt4^h#li  N.  Ptid*. 

Jerome  B.  Frl»bee....*._. 

W.  IL  IlaUR 

June*  E.  Wflrcnuui....... 

WllUrdC.  Lord........-, 

WLIUalfl  B.  MofgAii ... 

Bc!niy  W.  RoMnbfifg 

Snriti  J.  I^ry  »*.....,,,_. 

Arthur  W.  Dew*r 

Jo^ij  W,  BpU..,. 

John  Q.  CrRnhpr.......... 

B^nl^inin  Fr&nkiln. 

Edw&nl  H.  BCAl 

B^nj  Baker, ,^,.^., 

Joe  Bfyaot ... ^ 

OeorRH.  CalUs,...,..... 

JotuiT.  CftflPT........* 

WLUlun  H.  Ckiter.  .^ , ... . 
Eu^ime  C,  Bora. ..,...._, 
G»i|^0.  Hodsei....,.., 
Oeorge  L.  Hobbs....  ..., 

J«m«  Mftek 

If k^h«Al  Dudley ,.„, 

WLUlun  3.  MAnmon 

HuiyKftble 

Juof*  FiUfdnmont . . 

Hennui  D.  Krfbb*.....,. 

Chines  E,  Onmit.. 

Geon^  StackemiaQ.,,,...^ 
JotujCCJllefi. ....,.*...., 
Q«ozvei  W.  Sftiid*T»....... 

WmJtiBF.  MoCttmi. 

Ffedf-Tlck  n.  BaLlejr 

WlUl»m  Foley*. ».-....... 

^vliwiM  D.  Rule. 


No. 

AnuMint 

natoof 

ftirmrded. 

Judgment. 

aw* 

ITOiOO 

Feb.    5fciU0T 

2fioae 

268.23 

Do 

JI23& 

Pi  30 

Do. 

aaset 

300,4)0 

Do. 

age2i 

3&40 

Feb.    7,1«W 

29US 

33.60 

tto. 

3&91fi 

4&ffil 

D«K 

S80Q0 

acioo 

Do. 

ism 

20,00 

Do. 

39011 

SfitOO 

Do. 

366122 

£JL3a 

Do. 

27S34 

1440 

Do. 

37gQ6 

31.20 

Do. 

370U3 

J1.4I 

Do. 

37904 

moo 

Do. 

27W 

4120 

Do. 

37906 

43130 

Do. 

2?970 

12148 

Do. 

37BX3 

1^84 

Do. 

27tf7a 

12.48 

Do. 

27fiTO 

38.08 

Do. 

27OT7 

iac« 

Do. 

3gi4a 

13L48 

Do. 

3g36CF 

16.64 

Do. 

28251 

ixm 

Do, 

^oa 

IX  4S 

Do. 

28275 

14  40 

Do- 

2S277 

13.48 

Do. 

2J127S 

3L30 

Do. 

2S2T0 

XSS 

Do. 

3S30a 

n.»e 

Do 

2g301 

3S0.O0 

Do. 

3S302 

31.30 

Do. 

2i303 

13.48 

Dol 

3S3Da 

10.10 

Do. 

28907 

t^.48 

Do. 

34asa 

129.00 

Do. 

2«15 

44.44 

Do. 

U7S8 

1:^.00 

Do, 

2533? 

31.60 

Dol 

Z450S 

233.34 

Do. 

24012 

ue.67 

Bo. 

3SG2^ 

m.oo 

Do, 

2fleQB-l 

20.00 

Do. 

2»906t-2 

23. » 

Da. 

39008^ 

moo 

Do. 

2seoB-i 

31.20 

Da 

38006-^ 

30.00 

Do. 

2floos-e 

36.00 

Da 

38n»-7 

SI.  30 

Do. 

aaooe^ 

36.00 

Da 

snos^ 

30.03 

Do. 

aflwuo 

81.30 

Da 

3890^11 

26.00 

Do* 

2S0Oa'l3 

30.48 

Da 

38906-13 

21.30 

Da 

aSSOfi-H 

30.70 

Da 

28S08-15 

ao.8o 

Do, 

3»0Sn]0 

31.30 

Da 

38W8-17 

20.  RO 

Da 

3»0§-l$l 

m,30 

Da 

3W06-aO 

20.65 

Do. 

3aG(S-2l  1 

m.30 

Da 

3SfiCi)-22 

2g00 

1>». 

3N0S-33 

21.30 

Da 

38806-24 

%,(]0 

Da 

28008-37 

SI. 20 

Du. 

38Vl»-2& 

moo 

Ba 

28Q0S-30 

20.00 

Do. 

3ae(»-^ 

M.n 

Do. 

38908-33 

30.00 

Do. 

^Gf»-33 

31.30 

Do, 

3880&-34 

37.10 

Da 

,.t.A*ftt*  iy  rsK  COURT  of  claims. 

*  q^  the  Spanish  tear  far  extra 


^f^   ^r>ilG3'dM. 


-,^— 

Mo. 

Amoqnt 

Judgment* 

.  ....     mK&-3& 

S2&00 
2GlO0 
31.30 
36.00 
2&.00 

150.00 

m.oo 

31.20 

31.20 
330.00 
31.20 
31.30 
145.00 

107.  ti3 

2SO.0O 

36.00 

32.  Gl 

416.66 

1^.00 
125.00 

aoo.oo 

150.00 
116, » 

12.02 
116.67 
233.34 

125.00 

141.67 

15.00 

150.00 

g7.78 

150.00 

150.00 

t25.00 

116.67 

416.06 

2SU.00 

125.00 

12.V00 

20N,33 

12,-}.  DO 

162.  ,W 

104.17 

125.00 

li-i.OO 

150.00 

150.00 

20.55 

125.00 

200.00 

100.00 

400.00 

75.00 

140.00 

!,■)().  00 

l.SO.  00 

125.00 

15.60 

15.60 

1«.(X» 

15.fi«) 

15.60 

IS.  00 

2A.<M) 

.TO.  IS 

W.OO 

2rt.(N» 

2»-..(¥) 

26.  <» 

30.0r» 

45.60 

F«b.    7plOOT 

38B0g-^ 

Do. 

ABffi-^ 

Do. 

'  *                                .,.,„...     a8wi-» 

Do, 

'    '                                       _.-.     Tsemr^ 

Do. 

2S»1 

Fib,  U,I00r 

2SS35 

Do. 

,  «.'^.     .»>--*.  •*•            

35733 

Do, 

^ 

2ee76 

Do. 

•    "■                     . 

280^ 

Do. 

%-  •—>—»"*'* 

MBTS 

Do. 

...„,,.            aS33l 

Do. 

2M0* 

Do. 

«-                                 

3S6l3i 

Do. 

276fi» 

Do, 

-»         -^                                             

24571  Ma 

Do. 

24671    P2 

Do, 

■x                                                               

245S1 

F«b.  12,1007 

2am 

Do, 

*"     " 

3&§IS 

Do. 

•v      • 

aKSfi 

Do, 

*.      \                  s»*                                    

29908 

Do. 

258^8 

Do, 

'.                     ».                                                                  ......--.. •- 

203^ 

Do. 

.     .                                   TTIW 

Do* 

.  ^  •• ,  .        :: : : 

28188-2 

Do. 

... ai63S 

Feb.   IS.lflOr 

\             V    • '              

........            25782 

Do. 

.......             23517 

Do, 

**■■"" 

20345 

Do. 

;^\^           ::::::::::::::::: 

aerte 

Do. 

........            28.1^3 

Do. 

•k^ '    '    ^' *  *     

•     ;^  ,**    ftilVr.etc 

24835 
... .,   ,.            27003 

Do. 
Do. 
Do 

24170 

!         Do. 

.1      ^V^     .-v-w^ 

■^    ■  *  -'  "^r>      ......................... 

29371 

Do. 

V.      X,      s      '^^^*l 

n   w.    -"^p 

V'V-        Swl 

3aa33 

244B2 
2Q362 

...:::;;      291711 

Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do, 
Do. 

* ^irs 

Do. 

^                           ........................ 

.  .                    26344 

Do. 

1.  TO  weii 

24a&\ 

Do. 

^tiamm 24M3 

Do. 

,     .       .      .^T 

»«Mi  liL  UAinNlt 

2423.-I 

29361 

2S4>.S 

Do. 
Do. 
Do. 

E^A  T  ItiTiTi.  tath^,  ^tr 

2890S-46 

Do. 

■C|3C^  f^   W^TlfftmB   ,.,-^ ,r ,.. 

24942 

Do. 

■Kmd^  T,    Di]^*^    , 

24M4 

Do. 

Bbm  Vh  ■  AtktiuoD 

249« 

24M7 

Do. 
Do. 

^wiw  It  i>o4n 

2'ia'»4 

Do. 

SmF.Bvm,.. 

ISArmC-G«ar,. 

Warn  W,  Kramni 

tWr.  Riv«r.. 

aJnry  Q-MUlef 

miilflnC.  W«iv«r 

Ctie«ter  M.  SLnnr 

23970 

2-.011 

2.-)2SS 

2.V04 

26346-:.rt 

2ai46-.VS 

2634f.-^9 

....           2ft:i4ft-^*»7 

Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 

<Th*rti!*  ficolt 

26346-60 

Do. 

OuwkaJ.  Flte.. 

Rkbai^  C0J4h*f 

'■      26:i46-61 

2Hnii9-19 

Do. 
Do. 

joMiph  B^^r/"/^'.'.v/^ //.///.'.'.. '..'. 

■      2H9iH»-2i) 

2h9(>9-'JI 

Do. 
Do. 

John  F.  O'ShaniwMy 

Thorn**  R.  Horphy 

Julius  feickJu. 

e«n7  W.  A.  rtmagA 

akOiaftlLoiig 

2S9»i9-22 

2S9«»9-2:i 

2S0rt^-24 

1      289(»9-3B 

280aJ>-27 

Do. 
Do. 
Do 
Do. 
Do. 
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Judgments  in  claims  of  officers  and  enlisted  men  of  the  Spanish  war  for  extra 
poif — Continued . 


Nfti&fl  of  olsiia&nt. 

No. 

Amoont 

awwrded. 

B&toaf 

jiidgntont. 

WmJanxNMh ..,, ...._.._.. 

39909-30 
3^AK»^1 

380Qft-33 
389QQ-3& 

38900-37 

2aU0M7 

28g0fir48 

2Stm^ 

39908-5O 

38007-^1 

38007-33 

^007-33; 

38007-34 

»D07-4£ 

3900f7^ 

3»07-a7 

38007-^ 

3S007-3fl 

3S0O7-IO 

39907-41 

38007-42 

38007-13 

3SQ07-44 

28907-IA 

38007-17 
28007^ 
38007-^, 

380D0-45 
38009-ie 
28009-40 
3800^-1 
3SgD9-l£ 
33000^ 
38000^ 
3800p^ 
^900-7 
38909^ 
38009^ 
380D9-1O 
3iODO-n 
28009-12 
:^00(l-14 

asoos-u 

38009-10 
2aOCK»-17 
38900-tg 
2800^^ 

38009-^ 
^009-40 
2^00-41 
28909-43 

28908-38 
S990S-40 
28008-41 

38008-43 
2890S-4& 
2fi?83-32 
2^82^ 
36283-34 
3eQSI-3S 
3e3a2-.10 
2C2Sa^ 
303^^^ 

2eas2-,T9 

3C£S2-4D 

2fiaa3-43 

26285-44 

262as-4a 

126.00 
20.00 

eo,Qo 

38,00 

36.00 

30v00 

«.30 

26.00 

3!. 30 

36.00  1 

26.00 

».00 

36.00 

36.00 

33.03 

36.00 

2&.32 

30.00 

26.00 

24.12 

23.07 

36.00 

36.00 

36,00 

:w.ao 

33.74 
38.00 
35.35 

36.00 
36.00 
31.30 
31.30 
2ti.0tJ 
^.00 
36.00 
60,00 
67.20 
62.40 
26.00 
28.00 
31.20 
26.00 
28.00 
3L20 
36.00 
67.20 
38.40 
38.40 
36.00 
36.00 
36,00 
26.00 
26,00 
26.00 
30.31 
33.00 
30.08 
16.07 
33.80 
15.00 
31.00 

i5.eo 
15.  ao 

l^M 
WOO 
15.00 
L^.flO 
15,60 
15.60 
15.60 
1800 
15.60 
15.00 

Feb.  18,1907 
Do* 

Roy  Row , ,-„,.„„„„„,-„,„. 

Jobn  W,  Orron ..- ,..., 

Do, 

Alfrecl  J.  Mueller.......... „„, 

EuecDfl  Cuolcondorter,  ,^ . .,,.,_. *___,.** , . . . 

Do. 
Do, 

OUvcpWDrtbei*er.,... , „_. 

CbarlBsJ.  Hohlbeln,... -....-      ,, 

Do. 
Do 

Jaroefl  S.  MeOinnli „_... , 

Janpta  P,  Jolm»qn...... .-„..„-— .,i,.*,..,.. 

Do. 
Do. 

CbArl^  C.  NouTiM , .,-.__„-_.,. _.^_-_,... 

Do 

HvTlaoit  GoodmAD... ._.,,, *, .,»„.,.. 

Do, 

WkUiftin  L.  Uvluglow ..*.. ..„.. 

Robert C.  Ladd ..,.,.. 

Do. 

00. 

Bvry  Lowdftr... „..„,.,„ ,. 

Do, 

Bart  Lehman .,„,„,„ 

Do 

Amvle  .'I.  Lueler.  ..„,,., ,,,„„.,,...,. 

Do, 

Gtoorige  E.  Lelpold „,.,.,.., 

Do. 

Tonier  Fox....,.....*,.. ..,, 

out  H.  Fray , 

Do, 
Do, 

Charlei  H.  nllmoiv..,.,. ..,,.,. ».. *,. 

Do, 

Artbtir  W.  Fref 

Do. 

Do, 

J&med  J.  Foley ^. „ 

Do, 

LtoI  W,  Akin*..,. ....,-. .*.,. . 

Do, 

Ibrloo  E.  Tnb<^r...., — 

Oiarle*  A.  MansOeld .,,,...,.„,.. 

Do. 

Do» 

AimIi^w  Stoufftsr, . . . ...,.,,. .  ,.,* 

DOk 

WmUm  tl.  liloM. 

Do. 

CharL^a  U.  Lorl^g.....,.% «...,.....,,.., 

Do, 

JobnC.  BiUl 

Do, 

Albert  J.  Smltb,....„ 

Pranic  Eenu^rB.... ,.....,,......,. ^ 

Do, 
Da. 

Tbomas  Maloy...,.,.. ............ ......... 

Do. 

ChHflH^a  L.  MantgoiBery «-., 

John  0-  Hays..... ^, ..*...»,. 

Do, 
Do. 

lUrrv  S.  Chandler 

Do, 

AoatfnComcrford,,.  _.,.., .....„., , 

Wlnflfild  8.  Qtbto , -* 

Do. 
DOk 

JamM  Ru«i*!ll , .„ 

DaTldC.  WUlUmw.... ., 

Do. 
DOk 

RJctutfd  H,  Cooper ., ,.„. 

Do. 

OttoThifdE .,„.. 

Do, 

Clun^noft  Oiflord......... ................ ^  ... 

DOk 

Chnriifs  B.  Kimble .,.* 

Do, 

CoofTiii  BftUde...... 

WiUJim  B.  Bond. 

Do. 
Do, 

J^ihn  rnrLiclrl... .,.,.. 

Do. 

Clarnl  R,  VfiDdfTwert.. ..._...,... 

Do* 

John  11.  Bonhftitn.. 

Orvit'  IL  Gould .....,,...„...„.. ., 

Do, 
Do. 

John  BiiWk .,....., 

Do, 

High  CU?raent9. ...,,........,..,... , 

Do. 

Cl*ud  E.  J obiMon.. ......«, 

Wlnfieid  a.  Springer , 

Do, 
Do, 

Canon  E.  N«wtkaH. ............. .^.........h.^. 

Do, 

CharteiSteinliUber.. 

WQllfttn  J,  Mo^tsey.. 

Ixonldaa  DarnPAn... .,..„............,....,.,, 

OiMrlt!!!  B.  WtmaiiM. 

Do. 
Do, 
Do, 
Do. 

Fred  Fon» _..,.. ...,..........._,. 

^0. 

JolmV,  UiUer..... 

WlUlamJ.Carby....... 

WUllam  Sharp .,,.. ...., 

Do. 
Do. 
Do. 

ClA^r^noP  Welwf ._.-..,,..,......-...^.. ,.»....,. 

Do. 

Geoijfe  S.  MarkJ* 

Do. 

Oecajr  B.  Ardiry....... 

Do^^ 

WmiamO.  ttew , 

Charle*  Johoson 

Do. 
Da 

A13chreck... 

A^fon  B.  KfUy.. ,....,.., „... 

Mtttn  U  Trux*l, ............. 

Do. 
Do. 
Do. 

Edward  H.  Faoat.. 

AitbUMOdaCluiiiben... 

Do, 
Do. 
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Judgments  in  cUxims  of  officers  and  enlisted  men  of  jpe  Spanish  war  for  extra 
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Name  of  claimant. 


No. 

Amount 

Date  of 

awarded. 

judgment. 

26282-47 

S15.60 

Feb.  18,1907 
Do. 

26282-48 

18.00 

26282-^ 

15.60 

Do. 

26282-51 

15.60 

Do. 

28220-42 

31.20 

Do. 

28220-46 

31.20 

Do. 

28220-47 

36.00 

Do. 

28220-48 

31.20 

Do. 

28220-50 

52.80 

Do. 

28220^1 

36.00 

Do. 

28220-52 

36.00 

Do. 

28220-53 

31.20 

Do. 

28909-30 

326.66 

Do. 

28534 

31.20 

Do. 

28915 

26.00 

Do. 

26723-1 

55.20 

Do. 

26710-3 

31.20 

Do. 

25184 

31.20 

Do. 

28606 

233.34 

Do. 

26244 

35.00 

Do. 

1           26143 

116.67 

Do. 

26319 

43.20 

Do. 

26094 

233.34 

Do. 

26786 

18.00 

Do. 

26376 

36.00 

Do. 

27019 

16.60 

Do. 

25925 

233.34 

Do. 

25085 

43.20 

Do. 

27949 

31.20 

Do. 

25178 

31.20 

Do. 

26621 

31.20 

Do. 

27187 

31.20 

Do. 

29585 

57.20 

Feb.  19, 1907 

26564 

31.20 

Do. 

29101 

31.20 

Do. 

28193 

31.20 

Do. 

26659 

31.20 

Do. 

26674 

31.20 

Do. 

26572 

31.20 

Do. 

28869 

18.00 

Do. 

28824 

26.00 

Do. 

28501 

31.20 

Do. 

28485 

31.20 

Do. 

28490 

31.20 

Do. 

28917 

266.66 

Do. 

29164-23 

31.20 

Do. 

26692 

31.20 

Do. 

26541 

30.42 

Do. 

28258 

31.20 

Do. 

26499 

35.20 

Do. 

26601 

31.20 

Do. 

28175 

30.67 

Do. 

29141 

31.20 

Do. 

29087 

31.20 

Do. 

29392 

31.20 

Do. 

29170 

31.20 

Do. 

29951 

30.00 

Feb.  20,  1907 

2358C 

250.00 

Do. 

25741 

200.00 

Feb.  21,  1907 

26582 

250.00 

Do. 

27987 

233.34 

Do. 

2837U 
29158 

90.05 

Do. 

116.67 

Do. 

29216 

116.67 

Do. 

28870 

291.67 

Feb.  25,  1907 

20259 

116.67 

Do. 

25453 

55.20 

Do. 

26G57 

36.00 

Do. 

2eoci 

15.60 

Do. 

26527 

125.00 

Do. 

25452  , 

250.00 

Do. 

23722  1 

125.00 

Do. 

28922  ! 

150.00 

Do. 

William  H.  Tampt 

AlbaM.  Apker 

Charles  Stratton 

John  M.  Bunnell 

Rudolph  C.  Sasae 

Alonzo  P.  Ingram 

Edwin  F.  Kdght 

Bert  E.  Costa 

Enos  Henry  South  wick 

Emri  E.  Jones 

Earl  Washabaugh 

Dewltt  O.  Duflee 

Joseph  Moore 

Qeorge  A.  Torchlo 

Simon  L.  Thomas 

JohnH.  Beatty 

Charles  H.  Roth 

Franklin  Sotdn 

J.  F.  Schuster,  administrator,  etc. 

Patrick  J.  Anderson 

William  Lankenaw 

Harry  D.  Delmotte 

Henry  B.  Trowbridge 

WllUam  A.  McVey 

John  D.  Brooks 

Ezra  J.  Baney 

George  W.  Flood 

WiliiamF.  Weiss 

Charles  H.  Barr 

William  E.  Wolfe 

Robert  E.  Sattazahn 

Christian  C.  Moyer 

WilUam  J.  Wenzel 

William  H.  Barrick 

Jacob  H.  Ihflnner 

Ross  V.  Huber 

Frederick  H.  Helchard 

Frank  W.  Schreiber 

EariBiUIg 

Charles  A.  Hernandez 

Otto  Kempter 

William  E.  Weidner 

John  W.  Giles 

Harry  J.  Levan 

EUphletC.  Baldwin 

WiUlam  W.  Chadboume 

Benjamin  Sweigart 

Charles  G.  Minich 

Harry  B.  MiUer 

Claude  C.  Hoffman 

ChariesS.  Garrett 

Joseph  I.  Smith 

WiUfam  L,  Metz 

Isaac  J.  Hogentogler 

Charles  W.  Gchr 

William  B.  Esslck 

Sherman  Leonard 

Annie  E.  Tisdell.  A\idow 

George  H.  Priest 

Joseph  8.  Frolinghuysen 

WlUfam  L.Conrad 

Eugene  II.  CofTln 

Alfred  M.  Mason 

Harry  G.  Peterson 

Elliott  E.  Lambert 

Gustftvus  A.  Shourt 

IIall)ert  R.  Bradley 

William  C.  Morton 

David  WlUlnms 

George  O.  TTubbard 

Charles  E.  Frisby 

Thomas  A.  O'Keefe 

CUfford  B.  Allen 
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Judgmenti  in  claims  of  officers  and  enlisted  men  of  the  Spanish  war  for  extra 
pay — Continued. 


Name  ol  claimant. 


Carlos  J.  light 

Hans  Folsom 

ChaoDoey  Wyman 

Delano  £.  Barbank 

Lyle  L.  Lloyd 

Allen  J.  Beiiger 

Hayes  Mc  Kinney 

PaolJ.  Barcus 

Thomas  Laurin 

William  H.  Norbeck 

Sarah  L.  Staman,  mother,  etc 

Edmund  C.  Relchard 

Matthew  O'Connell 

Frank  Anderson 

Herman  J.  Abrahfun 

Daniel  R.  Updike 

Mary  R.  Awl,  administratrix,  etc 

AlfredF.  Reed 

Alexander  McElwain 

Lester  R.  Jackson 

Ulysses  E.  Forticr 

Frank  L  Barsolon 

Louis  Simon 

Benjamin  H.  Wallace 

Harry  D.  Odell 

Frederick  G.  Suder,  jr 

JohnK.  Puroell 

John  A.  Shoemaker 

William  C.  Bauer 

Ous  Dunhelmer 

Richard  L.  Hobday 

Charies  A.  Yufer 

Marcus  D.  Jenkins 

Charles  W.  Newton 

George  W.  Feaser 

George  Tarbuck 

WUsonL  Lesher 

Frederick  W.  BUesath 

Adam  D.  Swope 

John  A.  Bergber 

Lewis  E.  Perry 

Charies  L  Wenker 

William  F.  Lawrie 

Minnie  W.  Wage,  widow,  etc 

Edward  E.  Ball 

Carpenter  G.  Winslow 

George  C.  Judy 

Andrew  A.  Lamnick 

WUliam  n.  Harm 

Abram  Dennison 

Harry  W.  Jodum 

Gottfried  Schmidt 

James  S.  Long 

William  F.  Johnes 

Joel  M.  Nichols 

WUliam  E.  Barnard 

James  J.  Walsh 

Charles  G.  Bierbower 

Thomas  E.  Agnew 

George  C.  Crawford 

Anson  L.  Bolte 

James  A.  Holden 

Emmett  J.  Gray 

M.  Felix  Wood 

Thomas  S.  Keller 

Walter  H.  Williams 

Valeda  H.  Biddison 

Julius  C.  Timson 

Herman  O.  Feederle 

John  F.  Locke 

Frank  W.  Yamold 

Sphxiam  M.  Bxevard 


No. 

Amount 

Date  of 

awarded. 

Judgment. 

25663 

131.20 

Feb.  26,1907 

29206 

31.20 

Do. 

27467 

28.45 

Do. 

28808 

30.93 

Do. 

29067 

31.20 

Do. 

27050 

31.20 

Do. 

28493 

31.20 

Do. 

28957 

133.33 

Do. 

26741 

16.60 

Do. 

28998 

43.20 

Do. 

27291 

31.20 

Do. 

28806 

31.20 

Do. 

29207 

31.20 

Do. 

28701 

31.20 

Do. 

25864 

300.00 

Da 

29676 

26.00 

Do. 

27868 

125.00 

Do. 

29164-2 

43.20 

Do. 

29164-4 

3L20 

Do. 

29164-14 

31.20 

Do. 

29164-21 

108.00 

Do. 

29164-22 

31.20 

Do. 

26721-24 

31.20 

Do. 

26718-9 

43.20 

Do. 

26712-1 

36.00 

Do. 

26712-2 

43.20 

Do. 

26715-2 

3L20 

Do. 

28089 

15.60 

Do. 

28487 

31.20 

Do. 

28752 

31.20 

Do. 

28003 

31.20 

Do. 

28116 

21.60 

Do. 

27106 

15.60 

Do. 

23591 

143.75 

Do. 

25499 

208.33 

Do. 

25664 

60.00 

Do. 

26737 

43.20 

Do. 

26962 

31.20 

Do. 

27911 

43.20 

Do. 

28028 

15.60 

Do. 

28031 

21.60 

Do. 

28509 

31.60 

Do. 

29212 

300.00 

Do. 

25715 

305.34 

Do. 

27927 

15.60 

Do. 

28033 

30.00 

Do. 

26921 

15.60 

Do. 

27962 

18.00 

Do. 

28010 

15.60 

Do. 

27942 

31.20 

Do. 

28293 

15.60 

Do. 

28072 

18.00 

Do. 

26713-13 

43.20 

Do. 

26713-7 

60.00 

Do. 

23539 

35.00 

Do. 

24387 

250.00 

Do. 

23756 

30.00 

Do. 

23939 

30.00 

Do. 

24589 

89.44 

Do. 

27882 

116.67 

Do. 

29238 

300.00 

Do. 

29416 

58.33 

Do. 

23409 

125.00 

Do. 

23776 

150.00 

Do. 

23971 

250.00 

Do. 

23935 

116.67 

Do. 

24010 

166.67 

Do. 

24598 

150.00 

Do. 

24738 

300.00 

Do. 

25518 

147. 15 

Do. 

26596 

31.20 

Do. 

28548 

97.78 

Do. 
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JudgmeTits  in  claims  of  officers  and  enlisted  men  of  the  Spanish  war  for  extra 
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Name  of  claimant. 


No. 

Amount 

Date  of 

awarded. 

judgment. 

29043 

$60.00 

Feb.  25,1907 

28589 

95.00 

Do. 

29111 

250.00 

Do. 

29151 

291.67 

Do. 

29154 

150.00 

Do. 

29156 

150.00 

Do. 

29157 

116.67 

Do. 

29181 

125.00 

Do. 

29183 

43.20 

Do. 

29085 

116.67 

Do. 

29179 

1&60 

Do. 

29186 

116.67 

Do. 

29194 

266.66 

Do. 

29218 

233.34 

Do. 

29214 

116.67 

Do. 

29223 

ia92 

Do. 

29229 

loaoo 

Do. 

29230 

16a  67 

Do. 

29237 

34.48 

Do. 

27374 

15a  00 

Do. 

27761 

31.20 

Do. 

24603 

25a  00 

Do. 

26233 

iia67 

Do. 

27450-1 

15.60 

Do. 

27450-2 

15.60 

Do. 

27450-3 

ia32 

Do. 

27450-4 

15.60 

Do. 

27450-5 

15.60 

Do. 

29925-2 

26.00 

Do. 

29925-5 

31.20 

Do. 

29925-6 

26.00 

Do. 

2992&-7 

14.44 

Do. 

29925-8 

2a  00 

Do. 

29925-10 

3a  00 

Do. 

2992^11 

32.00 

Do. 

29925-13 

3a  00 

Do. 

29925-14 

45.60 

Do. 

29925-19 

3L20 

Do. 

29925-20 

3a  00 

Do. 

29925-21 

2a  00 

Do. 

29925-22 

3a  00 

Do. 

29925-23 

43.20 

Do. 

29925-26 

3a  00 

Do. 

26713-9 

3a  00 

Do. 

26713-12 

33.36 

Do. 

28496 

3a  00 

Do. 

24383 

29.86 

Do. 

25005 

362.'22 

Do. 

24987 

277.80 

Do. 

23624 

15a  00 

Apr.    8,1907 

23796 

15a  00 

Do. 

24049 

16a  66 

Do. 

24087 

203.33 

Do. 

26349 

25a  00 

Do. 

25332 

115.00 

Do. 

24922 

233.34 

Do. 

26911 

51.17 

Do. 

26959 

15.60 

Do. 

27351 

15.60 

Do. 

27444 

174.16 

Do. 

28152 

31.20 

Do. 

28657 

144.00 

Do. 

28673 

125.00 

Do. 

28719 

31.20 

Do. 

28720 

31.20 

Do. 

28903 

519.45 

Do. 

27558 

25.38 

Do. 

28231 

45.60 

Do. 

28222 

2a  00 

Do. 

28224 

31.20 

Do. 

24707 

97.67 

Do. 

2475G 

131.67 

Do. 

28370 

2L60 

Do. 

James  E.  Messenger 

Charles  A.  Greene 

Isaac  R.  Kirk 

Qabrielle  B.  Hoffman,  executrix. 

Edwin  H.  Brown 

Baxter  D.  McClain 

Otis  A.  True 

Bradford  D.  L.  Olazebrook 

Ivar  Tidestrom 

Daniel  Fovargue 

Charley  HeveT. . . 


John  I.  McKenna 

Charles  A.  Oarrard 

WiUiam  F.  Hackett 

Edward  L.  Oodsall 

Ivon  P.  Mahoney 

George  Seller 

William  If.  Schofleld. . . . 

Frank  A.  Boyle 

Frank  A.  Johnson 

William  H.  Sands,  jr... 

Charles  O.  Updyke 

Charles  S.  Tindell 

Edward  Fitzgerald 

Edward  F.  Drake 

George  W.  Marsh 

John  DeHart 

Salvator  Faulisi 

Ernest  W.  Johnson 

James  M.  Payne 

Louis  E.  Coppedge 

John  B.  Blanjcenship... 

Angus  M.  Baker 

Perry  T.  Rummage 

Charles  Nots^rass 

Charles  S.  Aoney 

Charles  Sidorfsl^ 

Robert  J.  MiUer 

William  Kenney 

Thomas  J.  Ackley 

Frank  J.  O'MaUey 

Brady  Stople 

Henry  Friebel 

George  R.  Babcock 

John  H.  Brancard 

Charles  F.  Holl 

Charles  W.  Hare 

Henry  M.  Taylor 

Alfred  F.  Hodgman 

Evan  R.  Williams 

George  W.  Freyermuth . 

Charles  H.  Castle 

Edward  H.  D.  Couch. . . 

Lincoln  W.  McLeod 

James  W.  Ireson 

Frank  C.  Hanaford 

A.  W.  Hendricker 

Thomas  J.  Burke 

Walker  O.  Gibbons 

Joseph  Bodleter 

Charles  F.  Schlintz 

George  W.  Dewald 

Gregor  X.  Miller 

Elmer  E.  Bruen 

Walter  Falls 

George  C.  Rickards 

Edward  J.  Grady 

Albert  F.  Home 

Joseph  W.  Frew 

Edward  Cormier 

Etienne  de  P.  Bujac 

Madison  H.  Wilson 

Gregor  Mitchell 
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Name  of  claimant. 


No. 

Amount 

awarded. 

29861 

t25&66 

23554 

168.96 

24264 

97.89 

29031 

33.60 

26714-4 

31.20 

28906-14 

35.43 

29201 

166.67 

27926 

166.67 

23709 

33.17 

27255 

31.20 

28029 

18.00 

26717-1 

43.20 

26720-7 

43.20 

26720-3 

31.20 

26713-11 

31.20 

25114 

31.20 

26628 

43.20 

26713-« 

33.12 

26718-1 

31.20 

2671S-8 

34.68 

26721-4 

31.20 

28906-9 

26.00 

23321 

233.34 

23434 

125.00 

23453 

266. 66 

23618 

150.00 

23807 

125.00 

23835 

192.52 

23858 

150.00 

23889 

333.34 

24107 

250.00 

24126 

116. 67 

24231 

150.00 

24328 

125.00 

24398 

150.00 

24470 

166.67 

24482 

300.00 

24529 

206.33 

24542 

250.00 

24561 

95.83 

24661 

206.33 

24847 

250.00 

24867 

233.34 

24871 

250.00 

25272 

83.33 

25326 

250.00 

26386 

125.00 

25435 

21.60 

25625 

150.00 

25626 

62.50 

25628 

116. 67 

25674 

150.00 

25685 

125.00 

25737 

66.11 

25882 

54.44 

25885 

300.00 

25063 

150.00 

26031 

125.00 

28117 

97.22 

26589 

416.67 

26958 

125.00 

27081 

125.00 

27062 

300.00 

27581 

150.00 

27964 

150.00 

28046 

149.50 

28092 

36.00 

28544 

233.34 

28584 

31.20 

28651 

125.00 

28901 

233.34 

29126 

416.66 

29131 

233.34 

29174 

36.76 

Date  of 
Judgment. 


Frederick  W.  Hawes 

David  J.  James 

JameeB.  Smith 

QydeS.  Ray 

Lake  T.Carter 

WadeH.  Thomas 

Charles  Farmer 

Richard  J.  Fanning 

William  R.  Engleby 

Oscar  J.  Hess 

Charles  F.  Berry 

James  Doyle 

Frederick  Bohlig 

George  Q.  Munson 

Robert  Kammerer 

Timothy  J.  Sullivan 

James  J.  Logan 

W.  P.  Boland 

Henrv  J.  Bang 

Frank  J.  Bang 

Peter  J.  Bowers 

Margaret  Hill,  mother,  etc 

James  A.  Cully 

James  D.  Bennam 

OeoigeF.  Pottelger 

John  H.  West 

Edward  A.  Holmes 

Thomas  11.  Shields 

WUliam  T.  R.  BeU 

Frank  M.  Rumbold 

Frank  L.  Cheney 

Max  T.Price 

PeterO.  RefseU 

George  F.  Summers 

James  T.  Smith 

Isaac  N.  Layne 

William  M.  km 

Charies  F.  Adams 

Frederick  S.  Padgham 

Louis  A.  Eaton 

Waller  n.  Dade 

Ella  D.  Goodyear,  administratrix. 

HUdenOlin 

Herbert  E.  Bolick 

Norman  E.  Beall 

Qiaries  F.  Schaber 

Joseph  W.  Good 

Arthur  Shaafl 

Henry  R.  Goesser 

Lorenzo  Glmmond 

Ernest  W.  Goodell 

Erwin  S.  Gowen 

Charies  A.  Poll 

Adam  L.  Dickson 

Marion  Galloway 

Oscar  P.  Yeaffer 

Clement  S.  Edwards 

Braxton  B.  MacDonell 

Arthur  E.  Octhoudt 

James  H.  Wells 

Harry  B.  Walker 

OeoigeH.  Tilden 

James  C.  Martin 

WmiamM.  Louden 

AmericusH.  Woodward 

Humes  C.  Laughlin 

William  E.  Brown 

Oscar  D.  Hapgood 

Louis  Edwam  Rule. 

O.  Arthur  HadseU 

Charies  N.  Hinman 

Edgar  B.  Tohnan 

Geo.  L.  Woods,  executor. 

FnuMia  H.  Lomajc 


Apr.    8,1907 
Apr.  22,1907 

Do. 

Do. 
Apr.  29. 1907 
'h&y    6.1907 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 
May  13, 1907 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 
May  15, 1907 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 
Oct.  21,1907 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 
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Judgments  in  cUdms  of  officers  and  enlisted  men  of  the  Spanish  war  for  extra 
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Name  of  claimant. 


Amount 
awarded. 


Date  of 
Jadgment. 


Lincoln  S.  Qallion 

Edward  D.  Johnston 

Robert  8.  Dement 

Qraph  J.  Hubbard 

Harry  L.  Pitkin 

Edward  C.  Butler 

Taylor  M.  Reagan 

Dennis  J.  Fitzpatrick 

Harry  A.  Lambert 

Walter  Shay 

John  E.  Swan. 

Asa  B.  Chandler 

Henry  H.  Saunders , 

Evan  Russell 

Arthur  H.  Bronson , 

Fred  J.  Smalles 

John  R.  Hutchings , 

William  R.  Boyce 

John  Torpey 

W.  F.  Bertsch,  jr 

Edward  M.  Freiler 

Joseph  C.  Zerwick 

Edward  W.  Starr 

John  E.  Zimmerman 

John  W.  Garis 

David  P.  Workman 

Albert  J.  Merklin 

George  C.  Waldo 

Frank  Wahl 

Walter  ChUd 

Hans  Hanson 

John  O'Conner 

Samuel  W .  Jefleris,  jr 

Wmiam  T.  L.  Davis , 

William  Metzger 

Ellas  D.  Salbury , 

Dunham  Barton 

Frank  D.  Probst , 

WilUam  McClintock 

John  Campbell , 

Theodore  W.  Evans 

Charles  E.  Butters 

Sanford  J.  Parker 

Luke  E.  Hemenway , 

John  G.  Minnick 

W.  M.  Wostonhagen , 

Charles  A.  McCague 

John  S.  Franze 

David  F.  Allen 

Howard  I.  Machlin 

Harris  L.  Moore 

Gilbert  M.  Elliott 

Harry  J.  Darrah 

George  H.  Schroeder 

George  O.  Ooward 

Frank  E.  Pickles 

Alfred  Cahen 

Emma  J.  Crippen 

Edward  F.  Kendall 

Robert  Berry 

Sadie  Grier 

Gains  B.  Rich,  jr 

John  G.  Ennis 

John  J.  Riley. 

William  W.  Fickes 

Charles  T.  Bohlen 

William  Fitzpatrick 

John  Fitch 

Albert  T.  Kiscaden 

Frederick  J.  Baldinger,  jr 

Robert  W.  Herr 

WiUiam  C.  A.  Kaufhold.. 

Caroline  Bagenstose 

Lester  A.  Partridge 


29160 
29219 
29235 
29366 
29364 
29396 
29417 
28796 
28797 
25813 


28889-5 
23595 
23661 
23684 
24410 
24413 
24672 
25111 
25115 
25116 
25133 
25128 
25150 
25160 
25183 
25383 
25372 
25455 
25502 
25508 
25706 
25720 
25744 
25753 
25763 
25791 
25827 
25828 
25829 
25837 
25863 
25893 
25024 
25028 
25038 
25055 
25065 
2G043 
26049 
26092 
26164 
26199 
26203 
26223 
26225 

26251  I 

26252  I 
26260 
26266 
26267 
26274 
26371 
26373  ; 
26410  , 
26490 
26516 
26519 
26539 
26545 
26549 
26606 
26A18  I 
26632 


16a  00 

Oct.  21,1907 

126.00 

Do. 

125.00 

Do. 

75.00 

Do. 

116.67 

Do. 

122.22 

Do. 

126.00 

Do. 

31.20 

Do. 

96.00 

Do. 

31.20 

Do. 

31.20 

Do. 

43.20 

Do. 

150.00 

Do. 

15a  00 

Do. 

15a  00 

Do. 

233.34 

Do. 

150.00 

Do. 

125.00 

Do. 

31.20 

Do. 

31.20 

Do. 

3L20 

Do. 

31.20 

Do. 

3L20 

Do. 

3L20 

Do. 

31.20 

Do. 

31.20 

Do. 

83.33 

Do. 

83.33 

Do. 

233.33 

Do. 

75.00 

Do. 

31.20 

Do. 

15.60 

Do. 

139.58 

Do. 

30.00 

Do. 

31.20 

Do. 

l&OO 

Do. 

80.44 

Do. 

18.00 

Do. 

15l60 

Do. 

16.60 

Do. 

244.79 

Do. 

333.33 

Do. 

208.33 

Do. 

25a  00 

Do. 

54.00 

Do. 

15l60 

Do. 

116.67 

Do. 

16.60 

Do. 

100.00 

Do. 

l&OO 

Do. 

100.00 

Do. 

133.33 

Do. 

21.60 

Do. 

15.60 

Do. 

31.20 

Do. 

15.60 

Do. 

15l60 

Do. 

46.83 

Do. 

116.67 

Do. 

125.00 

Do. 

100.00 

Do. 

62.50 

Do. 

21.60 

Do. 

16.60 

Do. 

31.20 

Do. 

3L20 

Do. 

16.60 

Do. 

31.20 

Do. 

27.04 

Do. 

14.96 

Do. 

3L20 

Do. 

3L20 

Do. 

3Lao 

Do. 

12.60 

Do. 
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JxidffmerUs  in  eUdms  of  officers  and  enlisted  men  of  the  Spanish  war  for  eoUra 
pay — Continued . 


Name  of  cl&imant. 


Date  of 
judgment. 


Oeoige  M.  Peters 

Wesley  M.  McCloskey. . 

William  Faaaett 

George  Kltch 

JohnGetz , 

Robert  McCloskey 

EUirryA.  Weaver , 

Phaon  E.  Sheidy 

Isaac  N.  Weidler 

John  F.Walsh 

Alice  A.  Underwood 

Oeoxge  A.  Rick 

Joseph  E.  Walton 

Louis  Schmidt 

WUiiam  P.  Ramsey 

David  8.  Yates 

Arthur  C.  Harris 

Carl  R.  Savage 

Harry  C.  Broome 

Samuel  Spenoe 

EmmaM.  Hoats 

WillUm  SterUng 

JohnV.  Caflrey 

Harry  S.  Schuck 

Ed.  Knutson 

Horace  W.  Dennis 

John  P.  Clancey 

Oiflord  L.  Dunkie 

Edwards.  Potts 

Julius  Beutzen 

MtehaelJ.  Puioell 

Margaret  W.Smith 

Henry  L.  Oreen 

Hogh  Bartlett 

Harvey  E.  Zeigler 

EliasMaki 

Frank  McOowan 

Charles  P.  Gant 

A.  F.Mathews 

Dayton  H.  Hinds 

Richard  Lasch 

George  W.  Scheible 

Charles  W.  Barstow  . . . . 
Howard  M.  Reutachler. 

Fred  A.  Schulz 

Isaac  I  Fox 
MelvlnH.  Gemmlu.V.".'] 

John  A.  Seachrist 

J.  Clarence  Kline 

WiUiam  H.  Diehl 

WiiUam  L.  Langel 

Charles  Wolf 

John  H.  Hamilton 

Joseph  H.  Chambers 

Harry  F.  Bower 

JohnE.  Moltz 

Harry  M.Cass 

l^illiam  Williams 

William  G.  Johnston. . . 
Edward  M.  Killinger... 

John  F.  Manion 

John  W.  Thomas 

Jacob  Mager 

George  £.  Stelnhauer. .. 

Robert  G.  Rosen 

Harry  B.  Beckhart 

Walter  W.  Yates 

Charles  S.  Hortoz^ 

Edward  L.  Leiby 

JohnR.  Coller 

Charles  G.  MUler 

Harry  B.  Foreman 

Qaieiioe  W.  Heokman. . 
OaoiBB  A.  Sands 


26650 
26679 


26090 
26785 
26795 
28802 
26830 
26844 
26867 
26872 
26876 
26013 
20914 
26915 
26923 
27000 
27039 
27002 
27063 
27101 
27113 
27139 
27166 
27174 
27182 
27250 
27278 
27318 
27410 
27416 
27426 
27428 
27430 
27436 
27439 
27459 
27486 
27499 
27518 
27520 
27638 
28647 
27863 


27920 
27933 
27943 

27993-15 
27952 

27993-13 

27993-18 
27997 
27998 
27799 
28017 
28075 
28120 
28135 
28136 
28137 
28139 
28151 
28153 

28188-13 
28233 
28259 
28351 
28469 
28579 
28473 
28474 
28486 
28499 


$31.20 
18.00 
15.60 
31.20 
15.60 
15.60 
31.20 
36.00 
31.20 
15.29 
31.20 
31.20 
15.60 
18.00 
18.00 
31.20 
15.60 
31.20 
31.20 
31.20 
31.20 
31.20 
15.60 
60.00 
60.00 
31.20 
15.60 
15.60 
31.20 
35.44 
31.20 

291.67 
15.60 
31.20 
31.20 
31.20 
15.60 

250.00 
43.20 
31.20 
31.20 
20.17 

150.00 
31.20 
31.20 
26  00 
31  20 
31  20 
31  20 
31  20 
31  20 
31.20 
15.60 
15.60 
55  20 
15.60 
31.20 
15  60 
18  00 
18  00 

150.00 
31.20 
31  20 
31  20 
10.23 
31.20 
15.60 
6.09 
31.20 
31.20 
36.00 
36.00 
31.20 
36.00 


Oct.  21,1907 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do.- 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
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Judgments  in  claims  of  officers  and  enlisted  men  of  the  Spanish  war  for  extra 
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Name  ol  claimant. 


No. 


Thomas  J.  Barrett 

William  E.  Gardner 

John  Muachal 

Sylvester  Kanjorskl 

ifenk  M.  ShortaU 

Howard  A.  Romig 

William  L.  Stevenson 

Charles  J.  Harlow 

Dennis  J. McCauley 

Louis  M.  Peeper 

Lyman  D.Imhof 

Oeorge  W.Fehlman 

Charles  A. Quin 

Frank  W .  Chamberlain 

Robert  L.McDonell 

Olol  Strombuiv 

Charles  E.Kocnenderfer 

Samuel  E.Brommer 

William  H.Wright 

JohnR.Hannun 

Harry  M.Samuels 

Harry  H. Shaffer 

Henry  M.Warfleld 

Sarah  L .  Krawl , 

Cyrus  Pefler.  Jr 

Rudolph  J.SherkJr 

Charles  S.Welsh 

Walter  H.Klopp 

Harrison  S.  Beriy 

Henry  A.Schmidt , 

MaryE.Mill 

William  H.  Pearson 

Edward  HogentG«ier 

Richard  F.Englehardt 

Harry  Kaiser 

Francis  C.  DeVeaux 

Patrick  Gibbons 

James  E .  Rea vis 

Henry  Terrell 

William  E.  Cabell 

Howard  8.  Dearing 

Frederick  S.  Howes 1 

WlUiam  L.  Young 

Frederick  W.  Harrison 

William  C.  Hayes 

John  W.Tobln 

George  W.  Rickeman 

John  A.  Huhne 

Harvey  F.  Smith 

Edith  Twigg 

William  W/H.  Feldlng 

Howard  C.  Badgley 

Lansford  F.  Sherry 

Carlylo  L.  Burridge 

Oncsime  F.  May 

John  A.  Swedbcrg , 

Charles  H .  Shaflry 

William  B.  Young 

Nathan  S.  Jarvls 

Caldwell  K.  Biddlo 

James  C.  Albntton 

Samuel  R.  Blrdsoy,  jr 

Margaret  J.  Fahey,  sister  of  Patrick  J.  Ryder 

Angle  P.  Grabham,  mother  of  Myron  J.  Grabham,  de- 
ceased   

Herbert  H.  Sargent 

Thomas  C.  Chalmers 

Etta  J.  Bergen,  widow,  etc 

Thomas  W.  Hlslop 

Lafayette  A.  Dorrington 

William  H.  Brown 

Oscar  Knlpe ". 

Charles  P.  Seifert 

Carrie  M.  Brewster,  widow  ol  William  J.  Brewster. . . 


28645 
28675 
28706 
28722 
28723 
28746 
28889-12 
28889-14 


28960 
28969 


28990 

28991 

28999 

29005 

29007 

29006 

29054 

29056-12 

29056-16 

29056-17 

29057 

29064 

29065 

29073 

29086-2 

29068 

29100 

29164-11 

29165 

29169 

28004 

25401 

29536 

29200 

29249 

29276 

29291 

29283 

23469 

23938 

24463 

26023 

26282-46 

26282-49 

26342-47 

26581 

26752 

27090 

2890^36 

2890^51 

28909-57 

28909-59 

29152 

29178 

29373 

24027 

28827-48 


Amount 
awarded. 


130.00 
51.92 
31.20 
31.20 
31.20 
31.20 
31.20 
233.34 
31.20 
43.20 
31.20 
15.60 
30.27 
15.60 
31.20 
31.20 
31.20 
36.00 
31.20 
31.20 
31.20 
31.20 
206.33 
31.20 
31.20 
31.20 
31.20 
31.20 
36.00 
15.60 
43.20 
15.60 
31.20 
31.20 
31.20 
116.67 
113.44 
89.44 
26.00 
150.00 
208.33 
150.00 
250.00 
116.67 
250.00 
88.89 
116.  67 
250  00 
15.60 
15.60 
15.  (» 
166.66 
166.67 
81.17 
25.93 
31.20 
31.20 
50.40 
125.00 
150  00 
125  00 
150.00 
26.00 


Date  of 
Judgment. 


Oct.  21,  1907 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 
Oct.   28,1907 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 


28909-43 

26.00 

Do. 

24743 

140.00 

Do. 

24955 

198.88 

Do. 

25570 

208.33 

Do. 

25733 

146.78 

Do. 

25777 

125.00 

Do. 

28619 

396.00 

Do. 

25109 

15.60 

Do. 

25371 

36.00 

Do. 

25096 

250.00 

Do. 

JUDGMEISTTS 

In  Remuster  Cases,  under  the  Act  op  Congress  Approved  Feb- 
ruary 24,  1897,  ENTITLED  "An  Act  to  Provide  for  the  Relief  of 
Certain  Officers  and  Enlisted  Men  of  the  Volunteer  Forces" 
(29  Stat.  L.,  593). 


Name  of  claimant. 


No. 

Amount 

Date  of 

awarded. 

Judgment. 

22635 

1125.00 

Dec.     3,1906 

27307 

68.74 

Do. 

21413 

37.65 

Do. 

23163-750 

60.17 

Do. 

23163-766 

307.06 

Do. 

23163-919 

ia63 

Do. 

23163-1083 

66.69 

Do, 

23163-4326 

44a  53 

Do. 

21537 

25.00 

Dec.  10, 1906 

23163-3909 

338.40 

Do. 

23163-1077 

351.77 

Do. 

23163-1522 

13a  39 

Do. 

23163-696 

345.25 

Do. 

23163-4360 

264.30 

Do. 

23163-4269 

195.72 

Do. 

23163-3652 

321.92 

Do. 

23163-354 

168.12 

Do. 

23163-4264 

18.76 

Do. 

23163-4427 

2a  04 

Do. 

23163-4020 

72.87 

Do. 

23163-3518 

64.84 

Do. 

23163-3332 

7a  45 

Do. 

23163-2964 

56.27 

Do. 

23163-2817 

15.39 

Do. 

23163-4396 

a36 

Do. 

23163-2253 

156.32 

Do. 

23163-1673 

78.49 

Do. 

23163-1556 

142.18 

Do. 

23163-963 

172.24 

Dec.  17,  1906 

23163-488 

104.48 

Do. 

23163-155 

4a  82 

Do. 

23163-250 

151.05 

Do. 

23163-306 

281.75 

Do. 

21758 

54.27 

Do. 

21837 

16.40 

Do. 

21508 

40.81 

Dec.  24, 1906 

23163-1612 

96.74 

Jan.  21, 1907 

23163-2038 

63.00 

Do. 

23163-3384 

161.96 

Do. 

23163-3890 

72.38 

Do. 

23163-3455 

85.54 

Do. 

21895 

192.36 

Do. 

21812 

607.63 

Jan.  28, 1907 

22370 

2a  44 

Do. 

21669 

60.20 

Do. 

21497 

68.70 

Do. 

23163-4911 

60.00 

Do. 

23163-5224 

2a  98 

Do. 

23163-5205 

71.66 

Do. 

23163-3257 

179.21 

Do. 

23163-5167 

459.95 

Do. 

23163-2905 

36.83 

Do. 

23163-1320 

52.60 

Do. 

23163-3819 

52.39 

Do. 

21890 

112.83 

Feb.    4,1907 

21882 

146.27 

Do. 

23163-3459 

289.13 

Do. 

23163-«57 

409.13 

Do. 

John  M.  Bonine 

Isaac  N.  Merrifleld 

Louisa  Campbell,  widow 

S.M.CrandaU 

Isaac  N.  Chinowth 

LAura  D.  Fitzhugh,  widow 

8.  F.  Driskill,  administrator 

Nettie  Ranton,  widow 

Moses  Gill 

Ada  Vanpelt,  widow 

E.  M.  Drane,  administrator 

Fannie  G rider,  administratrix 

Louis  C .  Chatham 

J.  W.  Hampton,  administrator. . . 

James  M.  Adams 

Jacob  W.  Stoner 

Estate  of  Michael  Billings 

John  Gault,  jr 

Margaret  R.  Beach,  widow 

Tinie  Wells,  widow 

Dietrich  C.  Smith 

Heirs  of  F.  G.  Schoenen 

James  F.  Peyton 

James  H.  O'Brien 

Edward  A.  Kinney 

Williams.  Long 

Sarah  E.  Hawley,  widow 

Woodie  Hale,  daughter 

Willie  T.  Davidson,  widow 

Peter  P.  Brown 

Fidelia  Boyd,  widow 

Luther  P.  Bradley 

Ellen  Belt,  widow 

Josephine  Hamilton,  widow 

Susie  Dutton,  administratrix 

James  S.  Burlc 

John  S.  Hardin,  administrator — 

John  W.  Kane 

George  T.  Shackelford 

Elizabeth  D.  Van  Dyke,  widow. . . 

J.  E.  Robinson,  administrator 

B.  8.  Landram,  administrator 

Archibald  R.  Rue 

AhimaazH.  Chambers 

Charles  D.  Moore 

Mary  Lida  Estes,  administratrix. 

Joshua  W.  Davis 

Anna  T.  Morgan,  widow 

Anna  Cainpbell,  widow 

Agnes  F.  Rush,  widow 

Ellen  Smith,  widow 

EUa  Q.  Parrish,  widow 

Mollle  Francisco,  widow 

JaUa  V.  Long,  widow 

laabeOa  Kiefer.  widow 

Henry  H.  HilJ 

Lucloda  A.  Sirwell  et  al 

William  A.  Careoo,  administrator 
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JwdgrrutrUM  in  remuster  cases ^  under  the  act  of  Congress  approved  February  24  ^ 
i^7  rfc* ^Continued, 


NamootcdAimuit. 

Ko. 

Amount 
awarded, 

1122.18 
303.36 
25.73 
17.50 
31.53 
383.17 
3S9.{» 
35v00 
341.  «>4 
IS155 
199^32 
32.C 
TO7.II7 
147.00 
21^33 
415.51 

n.73 

9LU 

»a74 

23.90 
4a  09 

ica79 

5&13 

^n 

232.34 
3&«5 
12^77 
llLDO 
647.65 
96.42 

44.45 

225.20 
336.  tiO 
47.33 
47.33 
47.34 
27SL5I 
53,36 
&34 

no  57 
iiaeo 

«2.80 
30.40 
64.96 

a50 

6.50 

6.51 
25.00 
54-71 

25.  ao 

2S.00 

37.77 
32.79 
55.50 
10G130 

33.74 

13.97 

13.  OS 

54.  IS 

140.00 

306.40 

22.74 

24,17 

2117 

24.  li 

12.00 

12.00 

109.33 

419.65 

D&l«of 

jqdFineot, 

Oblo  VoUey  Banking  fuid  Tnut  Cqm  adintnlMntOT. . 

23163-70 

33163-3f.S3 
23163-7^ 
231Q3-533 
23]63-«»4 
23163-2142 
23iC3^l 
23163-14gl 
33163-3G53 
23163-4341 
2175& 
S1542 
21fi» 
21M» 
2192A 
21583 
33163-2709 
231CiMG3 
2SlG3-22a 
231«3-a87 
231C3-146g 
23163^1500 
23163-1719 
23l63-3«7 
23163-3S37 
23163- 400& 
23163^4285 
23163-44J22 
23163-3013 
23163-^302 
23163-^335 
23163- 107  S  i 

23163-4354 
23163-1557 
23163-133 
23163-2170 
23163^ 10:l  I 
23163-1071 
23163-1071 
23163-21^64 
23163-3795 
23163-4260 
23163-91 
23163^4383 
23103-4345 
^1€3-H« 
23163-4585 
23163^337 
^163-337 
23163-337 
231fi3'fin7 
23163^4336 
23163-3314 
23163-3403 
23l<i3^/-j001 
23163-5065 
23163- 1:»2 
S163-1731 
23163-3115 
:£!ifl3-53g0 
23163-5390 
23li'»3-S9r 
23163-4172 
21531 
23163-117 
23163-2099 
23163-2009 
23163-2099 
231fia-2099 
231«3-2099 
23103-2594 
23143-2124 

Feb.    4,1907 
Do. 

J»  Q*  Cl&ywell.  son,  etxi.,.,,,.,.,, 

Do. 

IHlnH  1/,  Biirlt                        ^  .x.^^  .-»...x,......x.i. 

EN). 

Vlislniji  BtTfint.  i/ridoyr.^,^.^.^^^^.^^^ 

Do- 

Edward  Knoble _„.,,,„ .-,„.e 

Do. 

BiUiry  C.  Connelly, *,--,-,^,^^__,.*_,^^-_, _...,. 

Do, 

^€MeO.  Goodwin.  .     .           ..,.-. ,„,.^„,,.,.. 

Do. 

B.  0.  Blnns.  admltdstratnir ^_^ .,__ _. 

Do. 

W-  8.  McChtniihiin,  a dmlnistrator^,.,— ,,,.,-.    -.,** 

Do. 

EUx&betli  MtWiliiftma  et  oJ ,>,..„ 

Fflb.    7,1907 
Do. 
Do. 

Cbtiitopber  C.  Jttcicson .^ 

Q«oigfiH-  flameU,  ^dmlnlstrttor... „,, „, 

NaocT  E.  Cartel",  wf do w-.........,---. — , 

JoIm%V.SUer„,.,.,.... .„ ,.,.„. 

Do. 
Do, 

PauHne  Foarnler,  Birtar ...-.,, „.. 

Jtunea  B.  Case. ^ .,, 

George  W  Z.  Bl^:fc...„_.......,„.„,,,., _....,„_ 

J.  O.  Bock.  admini*tmtor., , - 

Do. 
Do. 
Do, 

John  H.  GoyJd...... . ,-.-„.,„,*,__ 

D«L 

Do. 

Almed^  Huwltt*  widow. ,„-.,, „. 

Do. 

MawnC,  Miller.,-.. .,. 

Do. 

flrtepfaenTrantue......  _._.—..- „ 

AlioeC.  Weil,  widow, 

Do. 
Do. 
Do. 

John  Dmui. .,*,.,— 

Do. 

Armln  Stoin,  admloiBtrator. . ,  ^„^ „ . ._, 

WUllftm  GjiiTter ^.._... , 

Do. 

Do. 

JohnM.  Cwt 

Fch.  Ifi,li07 
Do. 

Lena  Uarrla^  adtniniatratrlJt _. 

The  Kratucky  Baak  ftud  Tru*t  Ooinpaitjr,  admli>i«- 
tratflf... ., 

Do. 

AlfredC.  Utttley .._ ,     _ 

Do. 

WiMlam  R  Ba<5on.._ ,,. 

Do- 

John  W.  Merger.  Admlniftmtor - 

Fannlo  D.  Steflli? .„, 

Kt3gi*nla  D.  Park.. . 

Do. 
Do. 
Do. 

Ethdhflft  Dowdea ..,.,,....,,    .      .             .: 

Do. 

Ellsflb^'th  McCue,  widow ...„ 

Do. 

ClaudiuB  Tlirt , -......„, _ 

WillUm  li.  Dnyton,... , 

Do. 
Do. 

Robert  EI,  AnustfOlie ..,.,...,., .,.„...„, 

Do. 

Bebfiriih  A.  Ba rlowToaiurtitw* - .— 

Do. 

JohnM,  BlIKngsloy. _..... ....,„, ,„.., 

Do. 

Hfibsrt  A.  EdWfirdi,,,,,,, „ 

Do. 

Wmiam  M.  Db  Hart \ 

Do 

Horace  P.  Bpfwl * „.. 

Do. 

WJUlura  r.  Breed 

Oeoi^D.  Broad.....,..,..., ,.. ,......, 

Do. 
Do. 

Do. 

ICartbA  A.  Crain.  widow .,,„._.... 

Do. 

arE^'aSJ!!*;:;:::;:;;::::::::::::::::::::::;:: 

Do. 
Do- 

MadJBonO.NUon.. _....,*, ..,. 

Edward  C.  Eustou,,,., ..,.,.„, . 

Do. 
Do. 

BdUarolnT.  Rlflgi _._.,... 

EdWAfd  Ellpp. . . „. 

Do. 
Do. 

FiHiehck  Recianui......... ,,... ..,. .,  ,„„ 

Do, 

WiillataJ.  Atikcny,. „. „.„... 

Do. 

Harriet  0^c(^nawAlt ._^ -^^......  . 

Do, 

Do. 

LowittWcMfler 

Do. 

S.  M,  Howafil,  admlniiimtot*,.^.^ 

Do. 

J>m  M.  Tervin,  widow „„,,..,,.  ...... 

Do. 

John  M.  King... _,., 

Do. 

B.J.Dooky! ..,„„.,. ...,....,  . 

Do. 

Ann  Perkiui ..„._, 

Do, 

7niink  Arnntrong.^. 

Do. 

Ha(T  ArmitrflnK.,,,...p 

Do. 

Jtfatthflw  Mulllna. .        ..... 

Do. 

DowUaT,  Klrtj.,,.. ,..„ ...,,... 

Do* 

JUDGMENTS   RENDERED   BY   THE   COURT   OF    CLAIMS.       25 

JudgmenU  in  remuster  tauif  under  the  act  of  Congress  approved  February  24, 
JS97,  dc,— Continued. 


N&m«  ol  dftltOMit. 


Hav ilAnd  TompklJUl. 

John  E.  DentoQ.*.,*,,,.,,^-— 

SalJk  E.  I>B[itoii. ...,-.,*** 

Bafinah  A,  Curran,  widow * 

Kjtty  TyleFp  adminlatrU..,*.,^,,., 

Buth  Deii'kc^r ^ ,.. « 

Migpio  GoTiion.*^. *,...,*., 

Bym  C»  Monroe * .  *  - » --. — 

Osom^  Fr  Monroe^. ..**-^..*.* 

AdeUP.  SmUti,  belr*p«tc, ,. 

Alt»ed  D,  N*ab , 

Jjohi  D.  RuBseil,  widow,.......—,. 

WffUuD  E»  OldbiLm ^.^*.-^— ... 

jBnrnH.  Ruswll — . 

Aadi«w  J»  Holbrtrot. .......-  —  ^.  **  * 

VsTtd  H/Oanultoa,  widow..., 

BmH  C,  Wheat  Bt  al , 

atcmh  II.  Pratt .-.- 

Battj  F,  Radmomet  ai*....- 

Tbcmiaa  A.  Elkln. ,...._.. 

Edward  A.  BlUhelnj*retal. 

Qfrorgi?  W.  Alexander....- 

Ad.  Adams,  AdJulnl*ti»tor 

Radolphtl  E.  Iptt«r 

Lawrence  H  -  Kouvaeau. . ........... 

Wmiam  H.  Powell ......„, 

WUUam  n.  Cfaddock  ..,....* , . 

Ilarr  II*  Bnice,  widow............. 

William  R.  Dft^ldaoti... 

Jo«piiiMC.  Pair^ri«ve,wldjOWi*tiO. 

WlUiimi  H,  Hoyt,.-... ..  . 

Annjt  Fenn&n^  widow.......... 

Harrilou  SI.  Hurt..... ,  — ... 

Mondora  HlgKlna,  widow........... 

Oeofigr  i\  Lod*  — ..-.- 

Lydia  ,\.  Kobinaoti*  widow,.  — ..-.. 
JoA^fh  Oardneir, .,...,-,....,_.,... 

O«ortf^  F.  Robinson.,.. -. 

AdaM.  Movers et  al... 

ElTim  U.  Kempton,  widow........ 

Dwal«I  H   Fowi&Ta. 

Oharlpa  Mackeajda... 

Jrnni^  D,  Rutherford ,  widow....... 

John  VV.  RobhlB*.. ,...— 

Rotnrt  11.  Kellr --- - 

B^nh  J.  3c?ovllfe.  widow,.,.. 

C2»rliilena  E.  STnitb.  widow........ 

Albert  C.  Uou|?hton.......--. 

biioa C.  Jaia«aori  .....*,^ ■ 

nom«i  3.  UolTatt  — .............. 

Jabn  R.  Randolph,  admisirttaior.. 

Warwn  L,  9mlth....,- 

jMoph  B.  Wtlliajna.. 

Wmtam  F.  BlatiGhanl. 

HazAt  Cramer . , 

BlTlra  D.  Qreeg,  widow... 


I  E.  Blwrhart.  widow.,..,. 

S.  Q.  0iitteTyt  admlalatffttor.  - .  - 

Majt  PauUtu.  widow..... . 

lAitiea  B.  Ilamaon , . . 

3m^  Wolf — 

llialuC.  Hihimnl.,... ..,— 

itoubpti  C.  Klae... *-. 

pauJC.  Stlltman .... 

John  Q.  Owsl^f * 

Ai/^t^dfisT  C.  Shafer......... 

OeoEBB  P.  Btotle..... 

Dfti^l  WUJte ...,.— " 

Clem  Punk. .^-— 

Da,tii«l  R.  R*>Bell _....,. 

LiiJOe  Brotigbetal... 


No. 


33163-^17 
21319 
21Sie 

31090 

23163-2518 
a3lG3-2tll» 
33t63-2&lS 

»3ia3-2&is 

23ie3-23lS 
a316S-27i7 
33163-^83 
2Sli63-2830 
23163r.326S 
23163-4366 
23163-4423 

231G3-493e 
23l<t3-53ft7 
3.Wi3-ll64 
23163^^539^ 
33103^105 
31062 

2imr 
aim 

33l63r4380 

231^3-741 

231ft3-d70 

231fl3J9W 

231j63-l20e 

23l63r-l«80 

23163-1205 

^163^1032 

23163-3000 

23it>3^224S 

23l63r^201 

23163-4316 

23103^1387 

2316^-4034 

23163-^173 

S3163-6321 

231«^3-A23a 

23163^5327 

21573 

2IfiDQ 

214^ 

21532 

23163- Hi-i.^ 

23l6a-l9G§ 

23163-^18 

:J3U  ►3-^102 

23163-aVil 

231^3^129 

23in3-4S3« 

23163n4^9 

23t63-43S6 

2311I3-45<30 

33163r47a! 

231«3-4071) 

210D3 

28523 

21SS0 

33lfla-U25 

28163-1706 

^103-2130 

23163-3637 

2311^3-4200 

23103^152 

^163-3*747 

231«3-40Gd 

21flQ4 

23ie3r-2046 

2S163-452G 


Amount 
awarded. 


tl«0,93 

77.22 

n.23 

303.71 

564.31 

24.32 

24.33 

16.22 

Id.  22 

16.21 

30.66 

20.84 

25.  S4 

72. 6t^ 

64.  m 

213.77 

71.40 

50,00 

106.80 

129.46 

205.35 

117.29 

231,65 

154.62 

114. 70 

116.77 

24.13 
36.03 
104.01 
234.  fiO 
40.76 
130,  la 
134.60 

50.  §3 
29.77 
32.  §4 
29, 3H 
20.05 
175.57 
147. 12 
52.rj0 
164,69 
47,  IB 
7fi.74 
15,00 

50.no 

7K56 
44.13 
442.03 
50.45 
25.m 
2;.'».0Q 
25.  .'il 

3&ao 

H&IO 
6165 
25.06 

344.5a 

6L04 
220.53 
2C3.DD 
2a  07 
72.81 
52.42 
221.40 
7SLIi7 
340,20 
lia27 
106.78 
25  00 
55^57 


D&t&ot 

Judgmoat, 


Feb.  16,1007 

Do, 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 
Feb,  21,1007 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 
Feb,  25,1007 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do, 

Do. 

Do, 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do, 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Bo. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do, 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 
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O^SES  DI8]VCI88EID 

Ob  Discontinued  on  Motion  of  Claimant;  by  Stipulation  of  Pabtibb, 
OB  fob  Want  of  Pbosbcution. 


Clalnmnt. 


Harry  With  worth 

Arasmua  M.  Rale 

Thomas  E.  Carroll 

Charles  J.  Allison 

Samuel  M.  Sickles 

Robert  P.  mil 

Thomas  J.  Reedy 

Joseph  B.  McFelgul. . . . 

Arthur  B.  Schwab 

Ed.  O.  W.  Ferguson... 

JohnMuller 

John  P.  Young 

Leonard  L.  Simpson... 

James  Hartgrove 

Frank  F.  Hess , 

EmilO.  Hartl^ 

Edward  J.  Butler , 

Robert  J.  Kirk 

JohnSchenck , 

Charles  V.  Stevens 

John  H.  Emerick 

Hiram  Addison , 

John  B.  SchcUer 

Henry  C.  Welbel 

Peter  Bartsch 

John  S.  Ramey 

George  D.  Becker 

JuUaMcquillon 

Charles  W.  McCafliey. 

AlvinDlce 

Kate  A.  Flagg 

Wm.  L.  Sassaman 

David  McBrlde 

Mattle  WaUace 

John  E.  Hoiman 

John  H.  Danks 

Nathaniel  D.  Wlimot. 


27920 

28671 

28710 

20619 

20001 

20004 

29067-1 

20067-2 

20067-3 

20067-4 

20067-6 


20060 
28721 
28747 
20605 
24636 
24635 
24274 
24271 
23912 
28674 
20792 
20705 
29696 
29692 
29691 


29172 

29767 

•   29772 

29790 

29164-6 

23163-2128 

23163-1823 

23163-969 

23163-4110 

Charles  H .  Thompson 23163-3778 

UlrieSloane 23163-3509 

James  S.  Me NeiU 23163-2731 

Robert  Me  Farlane 23163-2G87 

Borden  M.  Hicks 23163-1751 

Isabella  S.  Dobson 23163-1044 

James  P.  CarroU 23163-649 

SaUie  D.  Quigley 23163-4609 

Sarah  E.  Kay 23163-6301 

Wiliiara  O.  l5udley 23163-1093 

Belle  C.  Fisher 23163-2409 

Bridget  Porter 23163-2828 

Loantha  J.  Brenton 23163-5379 

OUver  O.  Howard 23Ui3-5340 

Louisa  Storm 23103-4034 

George  C.  Tichenor 23163-3794 

Silas  C.  Thomas 23163-3774 

James  P.  SpiUman 23163-3590  1 

Simon  Piitman 23163-3078 

A.  Sanders  Piatt 23163-2981 

Henrv  B .  MaglathUn 23163-2467 

Frederick  HVMiUer 23iaV2414 

OleJacobson 23163-1965 
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Claimant. 


H.  W.  Hoflweister 

Joseph  D.  Hazzard 

John  S.  Abercrombie 

William  J.  Worthington. . . 

Mauiise  H.  Blanchard 

Herman  R.  Okre 

Charles  Mondy,  Jr 

Senor  A.  Philllppis 

Robert  A.  Warner 

Robert  F.  Garrett 

Samuel  J.  Adams 

Harry  A.  Link 

Samuel  E.  Grant 

William  H.  Heckman 

JohnHulton 

Oscar  C.  Nefl 

Louis  Nispei 

Julius  Schertzinger 

Elmer  A.  Amey 

Jay  H.  Brockway 

John  A.  Dunlap 

Alfred  Harp 

Fred  A.  Hedger 

J.M.Boal 

JuUet  Freeman 

W.  M.  Freeman 

John  Tulgey 

Ira  Buzan... 

P.  L.  Maroney 

J.  F.  Holcomb 

H.  L.  Hedger 

R.  Hess 

W.J.  Newman 

8.  P.  AbeU 

U.  R.  Wentworth 

George  Witcher 

J.  Bumap 

8.  H.  Coffee 

L.  Y.Coy 

Edwin  Parsons 

Robert  Nelson | 

'^ownof  Portsmouth,  R.  I....1 
F.  J.  KimbaU  and  Henry  Fink. 

Harry  W.  Krumm 

Thomas  P.  Williams 

William  8.  Da\is 

George  N.  Smith 

John  Cooke 

Fred  Crawlev 

Newton  A.  tiaker 

Daniel  R.  Updike 

Willoughby  Ahliim 

Warren  G.  Brown 

F.  V.  Burrows 

Howard  S.  FlllxTt 

WllUamC.  Labold 

Clemens  J .  Laskorskl 

George  W.  McDe\itt 

Albert  J.  Gore 

Daniel  Hill 


No. 


23163-1807 
23163-1606 
2316»-6 
21621 
28880-18 
28880-10 
29056-21 
29056-22. 
29056-23 
29056-20 
29056-24 
29066-12 
28853-15 
29778 
20780 
20786 
29788 
20791 
29760 
29762 
20768 
20776 
18606 
18744 
18602 
18603 
18012 
18606 
18606 
10658 
18612 
18610 
18010 
18854 
18746 
18604 
18600 
18611 
17024 
18730 
18738 
22881 
20802 
27968 
24480 
24062 
26611 
29577 
29540 
29873 
29676 
29750 
29763 
29764 
29770 
29783 
29784 
29785 
29900 
20770 
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Cates  dmnitMed  or  discontinued  on  motion  of  claimant;  by  stipiUation  of  parties, 
or  for  want  of  prosecution — Continued . 


^ 

CSUdnuust. 

No. 

Claimant. 

No. 

OiiHip^  E .  Johnson 

29781 
29787 
29793 
29794 
29761 
29766 
29774 
29777 
26870 
29385 
29226 
29538 
29578 
29643 
29883 
21908 
21906 
29388 
21825 
21826 
21840 
21999 
21843 
21686 
21904 
27203 
27066 
28653 
26982 
24617 
25738 
22361 
21927 
21888 
21845 
21760 
21751 
28908-26 
23781 
28907-49 
28906-25 
28909-47 
28909-34 
28183-1 
2890»-18 
23163-1326 
23163-3831 

23163-3607 
23163-4194 
23163-2900 
23163-1177 

23163-467 
23163-2314 
23163-3894 

23163-619 
23163-1387 
23163-1476 

23163-474 

23163-70 

23163-1762 

23163-3682 

23163-3197 

23163-666 
23163-2912 
2316^-2945 
23163-3186 
23163-3416 
23163-3506 
23163-3686 
23163-2282 
23163-2266 
23163-2239 

James  Pr  Bradley 

23163-247 

Robert  E.  Niixuno 

John  W.  Baker  '  .           .      . 

23163-149 

H»ny  T»  Strtner 

Cornelia  A-  Cbalfant . .  

23163-674 

WlltlATn  A  T  TrumD.  ir 

TTainpton  Flanery 

23163-1273 

John  P.  Andn^on 

Lemuel  W.  Gee. .'. 

23163-1411 

ICartln  A.  Csyanaogh. 

Omnffn  M-  Franc 

John  A-  Hayden ...    

23163-1678 

Margaret  Sam,  alster 

M.  A.  Hlgginbottom,  widow.. 
wnHani  rrirtin^^ , 

23163-1578 

WniTlf T  Hffc1dnbei8**r. 

23163-1763 

jAiruM  a.  TTAdlAy.  .". 

23163-1054 

JftlpAH  Jj.  KWT.' 

EbeneKer  Ki^lght 

23163-4548 

Henry  De  H.  Waite 

Alfred  Halstead 

23163-4533 

Ridiard  A.  Preston 

M.  A.  Wiliiams.  widow 

R.  W.  Whittlngton 

23163-4126 

Wf UiA-m  TT.  Bhntan , 

23163-4078 

Franks.  DeWitt 

JamesC.  Whltlen 

23163-4061 

ChftrtAff  J.  T-w            

Elkanah  W.  Wynn 

William  S.  Waugh,  estate  of. . 
WilHum  T,,  Tr!«^« 

23163-4211 

Margaretha  Storck 

23163-3980 

23163-3838 

Joeepn  T.  Hopkins 

A.  B.  Lindenberger.  widow... 
James  Pt  flftftton 

23163-3487 

23163-3363 

David  Bacon 

H.  J.  Sandridge,  widow 

Patrick  8.  Reeves 

23163-3396 

James  W.  Df*f<»vor» 

23163-3143 

Alfred  J.  Higgins 

John  Ti>andram 

23163-2164 

Peter  8.  Bruner 

Herman  Knoll 

C.  M.  Hammond,  administra- 
tor  

23163-2137 

Peter  J.  Hiatt 

James  H.  Sperry 

23163-1814 

Bernard  A.  Reinold 

James  T.  TTlgginn , , , 

23163-1760 

Thomas  G.  Carsweil 

Geoige  W.  Chandler 

Champness  D.  Butler,  estate 
of 

23163-789 

Roberts  0.  Quthrie 

23163-681 

George  M.  Mycroft 

RofosC.  Eider 

23163-662 

Adrian  W  Mftthw 

Porter  H.  Calvert 

23163-606 

RlirA  J.  Wilson,  widow 

Robert  Y.  Thomas 

Wellington  G.  Beyerle 

Warrpn  Onan 

2316^330 
23163-2847 

8.  R.  Kimbiy,  widow 

Eliza  J.  Houston,  widow 

Ella  L.  Deweese,  widow 

Joseph  Hinson 

23163-1860 

Franri"  N-  Alexander 

23163-1019 

Templeton  P.  Martin 

23163-1780 

Wmr      D-     J#-m€^«.   .....,,  X   r   r 

Walter  B.  King,  heirs  of 

Albert  F.  Dow         

23163-5212 

Isaac  Rmith            

23163-1073 

Henry  B.  Foster 

Panl«l  R.  f^-niiinr 

23163-6396 

Emanuel  N.  E.  Kirkeby 

Alfred  J.  Grossman. 

William  T.  Patton 

23163-5396 

Hallock  Armstrong 

23163-5303 

John  BlAck             

William  S.  Foster 

23163-5392 

Joseph  F.  Korth 

Charles  W.  Qibbs 

23163-5391 

Addison  Forsha 

Edward  Cormier 

William  C.  Brummett 

John  8.  Phelps 

23163-5113 
23163-2071 

John  M.  Frame 

Thomas  J.  Pekes 

23163-2937 

Hobard  Townsend 

Leonidas  Smith 

23163-6417 

Est.  Hubbard  K.  Mil  ward 

John  H.  Spurrier 

23163-6439 

P»nlpl  U    StAhl 

Henry  Green 

23163-1610 

LeviN.  Woodside 

James  8.  Deland 

23163-1000 

Wlsner  Park 

Minerva  Hammer,  widow 

Ellsworth  N.  Phelps 

23163-1500 

23163-2960 

Est.  Edw.  W.  Brown 

Cornelius  N.  Hoglo 

231G3-5388 

Louisa  N.  Coming,  widow — 
Hiram  Hines 

23163-5304 

Est.  John  S.  Van  Marter 

23163-1787 

John  P  Campbell         .   . 

James  N.  Haskins 

23163-1860 

Benjamin  8.  Ford 

Johanna  H.  Haups,  widow 

James  E.  Hubbell 

23163-1856 

Rlira>wth  Good  in 

23163-1885 

Hawkins  Brown 

OggNlel 

23163-2785 

W.  H.  Anderson 

1  David  C.  Thomas 

23163-3763 

WMMgm  Hffl^n* 

1  John  M.  South  worth 

23163-5377 

Thomas  J.  Ix)velaoe 

Mary  W.  Little,  widow 

Josephine  Campbell,  widow  . . 
1  Turner  Anderson 

23163-2237 

Wm.  M.  Robinson  et  al 

Thomas  H.  Carson 

23163-4727 
23163-74 

Eliza  Pattee.  widow 

Chloe  Fuller,  widow 

23163-1363 

Mary  T.  Penick,  widow 

Jennie  E.  Roark,  widow 

John  W.  Headington 

23163-1707 

Henry  C.  Williamson 

23163-4100 

Doctor  G.  Shepherd 

Louise  8.  Skacgs,  widow 

James  L.  8abtotte 

T"rapl  B,  Owpps. ,.,.... 

23163-5397 

Alice  L.  Bullock,  widow 

Paul  Fricke 

23163-616 
19385 

John  W.  Lucas 

W|l|ii^m  flrfrnM 

20650 

Mary  F.  Lqyai,  widow 

fiamnei  B.  LItttepage 

Jamo-s  Cr  Clarkft .  ^ .  ^ , , , , 

20676 

Llewlyn  Splgner 

20877 

28       JUDGMENTS    RENDERED    BY    THE    COURT    OF    CLAIMS. 

Cases  dismissed  or  discontinued  on  motion  o/ claimant;  by  stipulation  of  parties^ 
Of  for  want  of  prosecution — Continued. 


Cl< 


No. 


CLalnuuit. 


No. 


J.  F.  Harrison 

Tlznothv  J.  Leahy 

M.  H.  Nonnan 

William  Brown 

John  Rmnbold 

James  K.  Ayres 

Robert  C.  ms 

Frank  Thoma 

Charles  A.  Oarter 

lilies  O'RUey 

Harry  Ehresman 

Fames  Stillman 

JohnH.  Weems 

T.  Raynor  Fogeli 

Vincent  8.  Wade 

Samuel  C.  Hegginson 

James  H.  Hughes 

Fred  W.  Graff 

Mary  B.  Crane  et  al 

John  W.  Reed 

Sylvester  White  et  ai 

Henry  D.  Lewis 

Elizabeth  F.  Crisp 

W.  C.  Wanson  et  al 

Sidney  J.  Corby 

L.  L.Wood 

Carrie  Van  BusUrk 

B.  F.  McCarty  et  al 

Daniel  J.  Chajy 

Edmund  J.  Slattery  et  al 
Carrie  H.  Trulant  et  al. . 

Oeoige  C.  Domfleld 

Edward  E.  Barthelemy.. 

W.N.Moore 

John  D.  McKenzie  et  al. . 
Harvey  £.  Patrick  et  al. . 

Emma  Haslup  et  al 

Michael  J.  Keating 

RldaL.  Ladd 

George  B.  Johnson  et  al. , 

Mary  F.  Lenon 

Albert  W.  Crawford 

Samuel  J.  Kellogg 

James  Beck 

Allen  Stuart 

L.  W.  SpratUng 

Philip  F.  Harvey 

Albert  W.  Preston 

Louis  J.  Stuber 


211fi0 
21466 
22973 
18342 
18391 
19485 
20616 
20648 


20971 
21144 
16936 
19399 
10570 
20670 
21302 
21304 
21305 
21310 
21317 
21323 
21324 
21329 
21340 
21341 
21344 
31349 
21350 
21351 
21358 
21350 
21364 
21366 
21367 
21368 
21371 
21374 
21385 
21403 
21071 
22009 
22496 
22531 
22539 
22660 
22949 
24936 
24967 
24977 


Lollis  A.  Rottanzo 

Robert  N.  Wisoe 

Edward  F.  Waddle 

Joseph  P.  Rankin 

R.  D.  Mayo,  executor 

Laura  M.  Boyer,  executrix. . .. 

Vincent  H.  Henderson 

Henrietta  M.  Johnson 

Richard  D.  Mayo  et  al 

Richard  D.  Mayo,  administra- 
tor  

Edwin  M.  Pointer  etal 

Francis  J.  Robinson 

F.  J.  Robinson,  administra- 
trix  

Fannie  M.  Black 

Bingley  P.  Jackson 

Thomas  D.  Chumm 

Fannie  L.  Lambert  etal 

John  J.  Mayo 

Thomas  L.  Mathews 

William  O.  Peter 

Thomas  Komegay  et  al 

Tfan  M.  Cartwrteht 

Benjamin  L.  Eoes 

Charies  H.  Pierce,  deceased.. 

William  E.  Smith  et  aL 

Charies  W.  Hobb 

Benjamin  J.  Lockwood 

Thomas  A.  Conner 

William  A.  Oowerly 

James  R.  Witt 

AnnaC.  Keachetal 

James  B.  Colgrove 

G.  Paulding  etal 

Jessie  Benton  Fremont 

Thomas  J.  Clabby  et  al 

Terence  Martin 

Fremont,  Elkhom  aad  Mis- 
souri VaUey  R.  R.  Co 

Sioux  City  and  Pacific  R.  R. 

Co 

Alabama     Great     Southern 

R.R.Co 

Southern  Pacific  Co 

John  Shipman 

Ellas  Howard  Parsons 

W.  H.  Thomas 


34900 
26001 
26006 
18002 
23206 
23286 
23230 


23340 
23241 
23342 

23343 
23344 
23246 
23260 
23261 
23263 
23260 
23268 
23260 


16463 
14233 
23108 
22781 


22771 
22660 
22648 
21427 
21098 
20879 
18046 
17705 
21137 

24011 

24012 

24021 
23701 
16613 
18378 
21734 


o 
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FENDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  SCHOONER  LABK 

LXTTXB  ntOM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLBBK  OF  THE  COUBT  OF  GlADCS 
TBANSMirnNO  A  COPT  OF  THE  CONCLUSIONS  OF  LAW  AND  OF  FACT  IN 
TEE    FbENCH    SPOLIATION    CASES    BELATING   TO   THE    VESSEL   SCHOONEB 

Labk,  Jona.  a.  Hall,  masteb 


DacBMBER  5, 1907. — Referred   to  the   Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered   to  be 

printed 

Court  of  Claims, 
Washington^  D.  (7.,  December  4,  1907. 
Snt:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  ClaimS;  I  transmit 
herewith  the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20, 
1885,  in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  findings 
bj  the  court  relating  to  the  vessel  schooner  Lark,  Jona.  A.  HaB, 
master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  6.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


fCoort  of  CUfans.    French  spoliations.    Act  of  January  20, 1886;  23  Stat  L.,  283.    Vol  1,  Supplement 

to  R.  8.,  2d  ed.,  471.    Vessel  schooner  Zarh,  Jona.  A.  Hall,  master.] 
No.Qf 
ease.  Claimants. 

2314.  Daniel  W.  Camp,  administrator  of  Samuel  Frothineham,  v.  The  United  States. 

2315.  William  A.  Knowles,  administrator  of  Jona.  A.  Hall,  v.  The  United  States. 

These  cases  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  21st  day  of  October,  1907. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  George  G.  Sill,  and  the  United  States,  defend- 
ants, by  the  Attomev-General,  through  his  assistant  in  the  Department  of  Justice, 
John  W.  Trainer,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney-General  J.  A.  Van  OrsdeL 

CONCLUSION   OP  LAW. 

Tlie  court,  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  considering  the  same,  decide  that  the  claims 
herein  arose  subsequent  to  the  conclusion  of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States  and 
France  on  the  30th  day  of  September,  1800;  that  they  were  not  included  in  the  pri- 
vmle  claims  relinquished  under  the  second  article  of  said  treaty,  and  that  the  court 
has  no  jurisdiction  thereof  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885  (23  Stat.  L.,  283). 

Bt  thb  Coubt. 

Ffled  October  28, 1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  14th  day  of  November,  1907. 

[SBAL.]^  John  Randolph, 

AsiistarU  Clerk  Covart  qf  Clinmg, 


^8t  !^JSr" }  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  { I><>c™»"« 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  SCHOONER  EAGLE 

LbTTBB  from  THB  ASBT8TAMT  CLBRK  OF  THB  Ck)nBT  OF  CLAIMS 
TRANSMTmNO  A  COPY  OF  THB  CONCLUSIONS  OF  LAW  AND  OF  FACT  IM 
THB  FbBNCH  SPOLIATION    CA6BS    RBLATINO   TO   THB    YBBSEL    SCHOONBR 

Eaolb,  John  Lambert,  biasteb 

Dbcbmbbr  5,  1907. — ^Referred  to  the  Committee  on  ClaimB  and  ordered  to  be 

printed 


Court  of  Claims, 
WasJiiuffton,  D.  C,  December  4,  ^907. 
Sm:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims^  I  transmit  here- 
with the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885, 
in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  fincungs  by  the 
court  relating  to  the  vessel  schooner  Eagle,  John  Lambert,  master. 
I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Cleric  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representative^. 


[Court  of  ClAixnB.    French  spollatioiiB.    Act  of  JanoAry  30, 1885;  23  Stat.  L.,  288.    VoL  1,  SupplemBnt 

to  R.  S.,  2d  ed.,  47L    Vessel  schooner  Eagle,  John  Lambert,  master.] 
No.  of 
case.  Claimant. 

3503.    Charles  T.  Levering,  administrator  of  Joseph  Taylor,  v.  The  United  States. 

This  case  was  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  21st  day  of  October,  1907. 

The  claimant  was  represented  by  Curtis  <&  Pickett,  and  the  United  States,  defend- 
ants, by  the  Attorney-General,  through  his  assistant  in  the  Department  of  Justice, 
John  W.  Trainer,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney-General  J.  A.  Van  Orsdel. 

CONCLUSION   OP  LAW. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  considering  the  same,  decides  that  the  claim 
herein  arose  subsequent  to  the  conclusion  of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States 
and  France  on  the  30th  day  of  September,  1800;  that  it  was  not  included  in  the 
private  claims  relinquished  under  the  second  article  of  said  treaty,  and  that  the 
court  has  no  jurisdiction  thereof  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1855  (23  Stat.  L.,  283). 

Bt  THB  COUBT. 

Filed  October  28,  1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  14th  day  of  November,  1907. 

[sBAL.]  John  Randolph, 

Auisiami  Clerk  Court  oj  Ckdmi, 
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FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  SCHOONER  ADEONA 

LbTTBR    from     THB     ABfilSTANT    GLBRK    OF    THB     COUBT     OF     ClADCS 
TRAKSMTmNQ  A  COPT    OF   THB    CONCLUSIONS    OF  LAW  AND  OF    FACT  IN 

THX  Frxnch  spoliation  cases  rblatino'to  the  VEBSBL  BCHOONBB 
Adbona,  D.  H.  Hbnchman,  mastbb 

Dbcbmbbb  6,  1907.— Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed 


Court  or  Claims, 
Washington,  D.  (7.,  December  4, 1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims^  I  transmit  here- 
with the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885, 
in  the  French  spoUation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  finmngs  by  the 
court  relating  to  the  vessel  schooner  Adeona,  D.  H.  Hencmnaa, 
master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  ofCUims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  offke  House  of  Representatives. 


[Coaxt  of  CUlms.    French  fpollatlons.    Act  of  January  20, 1885;  23  Stat.  L.,  283.    Vol.  1,  SnppIemBiiit 

to  R.  8.,  2d  60.,  471.    Vessel,  schooner  Adeona,  D.  H.  Benchman,  master.] 
N0.0I 
ease.  Claimants. 

3377.    John  N.  A.  Griswold,  trustee  of  the  Columbian  Insurance  Company,  v.  The 

United  States. 
8320.    Peter  F.  Schliecker,  administrator  of  John  M.  Burt,  v.  The  United  States. 

Tlieee  cases  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  2l8t  day  of  October,  1907. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  Curtis  &  Pickett,  and  John  H.  Merrill,  and  the 
United  States,  defendants,  by  the  Attorney-General,  through  his  assistant  in  the 
Department  of  Justice,  John  W.  Trainer,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney-General 
J.  ATVan  OrBdel. 

CONCLUSION   OF  LAW. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  considering  the  same,  decide  that  the  claims 
herein  arose  subsequent  to  the  conclusion  of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States 
mod  France  on  the  30th  day  of  September,  1800;  that  they  were  not  included  in  Uie 
private  claims  relinquished  under  the  second  article  of  said  treaty;  and  that  the 
oourt  has  do  jurisdiction  thereof  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1855  (23  Stat.  L.,  283). 

By  the  Coubt. 

Ffled,  October  28, 1W7. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  14th  day  of  November,  1907. 

[oujto]  John  Randolph. 

Assistant  Clerk  Cowrt  of  Claims. 
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FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  SCHOONER  AMERICANA 

Lbttbr    fbom    thb  assistant  clerk   of    thb    Court   of  Glaocs 
transmittino  a  coft  of  thb  conclusions  of  law  and  of  fact  in 

THB  FrBNCH    SPOLIATION    CA8BS    RBLATINO    TO  THB  VBSSEL  SCHOONBB 

Ambricana,  Michabl  Pibrcb,  master 

Dbgbmbbb  6,  1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed 


CouBT  OP  Claims, 
WasTiington,  D.  C,  December ,  4}  1907, 
Sib:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit  here- 
with the  conclusion  of  law  filed  imder  the  act  of  January  20,  1885, 
in  the  French  spohation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  findings  by 
the  court  relating  to  the  vessel  schooner  Americana,  Michael  Pierce, 
master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
AssistarU  Cleric  Court  of  Ouiima, 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

SpeaJcer  of  the  House  of  Represervtatives. 


(Court  of  Claims.    French  spoliations.    Act  of  January  20, 1885;  23  Stat.  L.,  283.    Vol.  1,  Supplement 

[to  R.  8.,  2d  ed.,  471.    Vessel,  schooner  Americana,  lilchael  Pierce,  master. 
No.  of 

Claimant 


8386.    John  N.  A.  Griswold,  trustee  of  the  Columhian  Insurance  Company,  v.  The 
United  States. 

This  case  was  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  2l8t  day  of  October,  1907. 

The  claimant  represented  by  Curtis  &  Pickett,  and  the  United  States,  defendants, 
by  the  Attorney-General,  through  his  assistant  in  the  Department  of  Justice,  John  W. 
Ttainer,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney-General  J.  A.  Van  Orsdel. 

CONCLUSION   OP  LAW. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  considering  the  same,  decide  that  the  claim 
herein  arose  sul>8equent  to  the  conclusion  of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States 
and  France  on  the  30th  day  of  September,  1800;  that  it  was  not  included  in  the  pri- 
vate claims  relinquished  under  the  second  article  of  said  treaty;  and  that  the  court 
has  no  jurisdiction  thereof  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885  (23  Sut.  L.,  283). 

By  thb  Couet. 

Filed  October  28,  1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  14th  day  of  November,  1907. 

[SBAL.J  John  Randolph, 

AuistarU  Clerk  Court  of  Claung, 


•^  ^S^ }  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  -[  I>ocmnsHT 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  SCHOONER  BETSEB 

Lbttss  from    thb   assistant   clerk   or  the   Court    op    Claims 

transmittino   a  coft  op  thb  conclusions  op  law  and  of  fact  in 

ths  French  spoliation  cases  relatino  to  the  vessel  schoonbb 

BeUie,  George  Hastie,  master 

Dbcxmber  6,  1907. — Kefeired  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  op  Claims, 
WdsJiington,  D,  C,  December  4, 1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit  here- 
with the  conclusions  of  fact  and  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January 
20,  1885,  in  the  French  spoUation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  find^ 
ings  by  the  court  relating  to  the  vessel  schooner  Betsie,  George  Hastie, 
master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  Q.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Court  of  ClaiiDJ.  ^Frendi  fpoUatlons.^  Act  of  Januarv^20^1885;  ^Stat.  L.,  283.    Vol.  1,  Supptement 


No.  of 


to  R.  8.,  2d  Ed.,  471.    Vessel,  schooner  Betsie,  George  Hastie,  master.] 

Claimants. 
4d9.    The  President  and  Directors  of  the  Insurance  Company  of  North  America  «. 

The  United  States. 
487.    The  Insurance  Company  of  the  State  of  Pennsylvania  v.  The  United  States. 
1339.    Henry  Pettit,  administrator  of  Andrew  Pettit,  et  al,  v.  The  United  States. 

PRELIMINABT  STATEMENT. 

These  cases  were  heard  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  19th  day  of  March,  1907. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  Wm.  T.  S.  Curtis,  Theodore  J.,  Pickett,  and 
Thomas  Stokes,  esqs.,  and  the  United  States,  defendants,  by  the  Attorney -General, 
throngh  his  assistant  in  the  Department  of  Justice,  John  W.  Trainer,  esq.,  with  whom 
\  AjBJirtant  Attorney-General  Josiah  A.  Van  Orsdel. 

CONCLUSIONS  OP  PACT. 

The  court  upon  the  evidence  and  after  hearing  the  arguments  and  considering  the 
,  determine  the  facts  to  be  as  follows: 


L  The  schooner  Bettie^  (}eoige  Hastie,  master,  sailed  on  a  commercial  voyage  on  or 
ftboat  April  29, 1800,  from  Philadelphia,  bound  for  Cape  Francais.  While  peacefully 
pmsaing  said  voyage  she  was  captured  on  the  high  seas  on  May  17, 1800,  by  tne  French 
privateer  V  Union,  plundered  oi  a  quantity  of  dry  goods,  wines,  cordage,  etc.,  manned 
oyapruse  crew,  and  ordered  to  proceed  to  Guadaloupe.  On  May  22, 1800,  she  was  recap- 
toed  by  the  United  States  frigate  Phxtadelphia,  oraered  to  St.  Christopher's,  and  there 
dfliiTered  to  the  custody  of  David  M.  Clarkson.  United  States  naval  agent,  for  the 
coDectioii  of  salvage.  &dvage  was  awarded  in  tne  amount  of  one-eighth  of  tne  value 
1  and  caigo. 
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n.  The  Betde  was  a  duly  registered  vessel  of  the  United  States  of  94){  tons  burden, 
was  built  at  Barnstable,  Mass.,  in  1796.  and  was  owned  solely  by  Thomas  Jones  ana 
Stephen  Smith,  citizens  of  the  United  States. 

III.  The  carpy  of  the  BeUie  consisted  of  provisions,  dry  goods,  soap,  daret.  etc. 
Jones  &  Smith  were  the  owners  of  a  consignment  of  soap,  candles,  lard,  butter, 

tobacco,  etc.,  of  the  value  of  at  least  $1,240.54,  exclusive  of  premiums  of  insurance. 

Richard  Milne  was  the  owner  of  a  consignment  of  two  trunks  of  ginghams,  of  the 
value  of  at  least  $1,176,  the  amount  of  insurance  effected  thereon. 

Martin  &  Holmes  were  the  owners  of  a  consignment  of  4  hogsheads  of  tobacco,  of  the 
value  of  $309.85,  exclusive  of  premiums  of  insurance. 

James  Hutton  was  the  owner  of  a  consignment  of  lard,  hams,  and  candles. 

Nicholas  Diehl  &  Son  were  the  owners  of  a  consignment  of  pork  and  flour,  of  the  value 
of  $768.75,  exclusive  of  premiums  of  insurance. 

James  and  Robert  Adams  were  the  owners  of  a  consignment  of  soap,  lard,  hams,  and 
candles. 

John  Slesman  was  the  owner  of  a  consignment  of  claret,  of  the  value  of  at  least  $1,470, 
the  amount  of  insurance  effected  thereon. 

Samuel  Archer  was  the  owner  ot  a  consignment  of  dry  goods,  of  the  value  of  $3,550.20, 
exclusive  of  premiums  of  insurance. 

George  Hastie  was  the  owner  of  an  adventure  of  merchandise,  of  the  value  of  $440.96, 
exclusive  of  premiums  of  insiirance. 

IV.  April  29,  1800,  Jones  &  Smith  effected  insurance  on  the  vessel  in  the  amount 
of  $3,000,  in  the  office  of  the  Insurance  Company  of  North  America,  paying  therefor  a 
premium  of  13i  per  cent.  Thereafter  said  msurance  company  paid  the  said  insured 
$2,940  for  a  total  loss,  less  an  abatement  of  2  per  cent.  Subsequently  said  insurance 
company  recovered  $1,172.35  under  the  abandonment  executed  by  the  insured, 
reducing  the  loss  of  said  company  on  said  policy  to  $1,767.65. 

May  24,  1800,  Jones  &  Smith  effected  ii  siirance  on  the  vessel  in  the  sum  of  $500  in 
the  office  of  the  Insurance  Company  of  the  State  of  Pennsylvania,  paying  therefor  a 
premium  of  71  per  cent.  Thereafter  said  insurance  company  paid  the  insured  $490 
m  full  for  a  total  loss,  less  the  customary  2  per  cent  abatement.  Subsequently  said 
insurance  company  recovered  $200.41,  under  the  abandonment  executed  by  the 
insured,  reducing  the  loss  of  said  company  on  said  policy  to  the  net  amount  of  $^9.59. 

April  29,  1800,  Jones  &  Smith  effected  insurance  on  the  cargo  in  the  amount  of 
$3,000  in  the  office  of  the  Insurance  Company  of  North  America,  paving  therefor  a 
premium  of  13}  per  cent.  Thereafter  said  insurance  company  paid  the  insured  $2,940, 
Dein^  in  full  for  a  total  loss,  less  the  customary  2  per  cent  abatement.  Subsequently 
said  msurance  company  recovered  $2,128.46,  under  the  abandonment  executed  by 
the  insured,  reducing  the  loss  of  said  company  on  said  policy  to  the  sum  of  $811.54. 

May  24, 1800,  Jones  &  Smith  effected  insurance  on  the  cargo  in  the  amount  of  $1,600 
in  the  office  of  the  Insurance  Company  of  the  State  of  Pennsylvania,  paying  therefor 
a  premium  of  71  per  cent.  Thereafter  said  insurance  company  paid  the  insured 
$1,470,  for  a  total  loss,  loss  the  customary  2  per  cent  abatement.  Subsequently  said 
insurance  company  recovered  $1,041,  under  an  abandonment  executed  by  the  in- 
sured, reducing  the  loss  of  said  company  on  said  policy  to  $429. 

April  22,  1800,  Richard  Milne  effected  insurance  on  cargo  in  the  amount  of  $1^200 
in  the  ofliceof  the  Insurance  Company  of  North  America,  paying  therefor  a  premium 
of  14  per  cent.  Thereafter  said  insurance  company  paid  the  insured  $1,176,  in  full 
for  a  total  loss,  less  the  customary  2  per  cent  abatement. 

April  25,  1800,  Martin  &  Holmes  effected  insurance  on  cargo  in  the  sum  of  $360  in 
the  office  of  the  Insurance  Company  of  North  America,  paying  therefor  a  premium  of 
131  per  cent.  Thereafter  said  insurance  company  paid  the  insured  $352.80,  in  full 
for  a  total  loss,  less  the  customary  2  per  cent  abatement.  Said  cargo  was  worth 
$309.85,  and  was  overinsured  in  the  sum  of  $42.95. 

May  5, 1800,  Nicholas  Diehl  &  Son  effected  insurance  on  cargo  in  the  sum  of  $800  m 
the  office  of  the  Insurance  Company  of  North  America,  paying  therefor  a  premium  of 
71  per  cent.  Thereafter  said  insurance  company  paid  tne  insured  $784,  being  in  full 
for  a  total  loss,  less  the  customary  2  per  cent  abatement.  Sul)sequently  said  insurance 
company  recovered  $613.95,  reducing  said  companv's  loss  on  said  policy  to  $170.05. 
Said  cargo  was  worth  $768.75  and  was  overinsured  in  the  sum  of  $15.25.  Amount 
recoverable  is  therefore  $154.80. 

James  &  Robert  Adams  effected  insurance  on  cargo  in  the  office  of  the  Insui^ince 
Company  of  North  America.  There  is  no  proof  of  American  citizenship  of  said  James 
&  Robert  Adams,  and  no  recovery  based  upon  their  loss  can  be  maintained. 

Majr  3,  1800,  Keen  &  Stillwell,  as  agents  for  Georee  Hastie,  effected  insurance  on 
cargo  in  the  sum  of  $600  in  the  office  of  Shoemaker  &  Berrctt,  paying  therefor  a  pre- 
mium of  131  per  cent.    The  policy  was  underwritten  as  follows: 

Samuel  Meeker 1600.00 
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Tliereafter  Shoemaker  A  Berrett,  as  agents,  paid  the  insured  $534.54  for  a  general 
srarage  loss  of  89.09  per  cent.  Said  cargo  was  worth  1440.96  and  was  overinsured  in 
the  sum  of  193.58. 

May  8,  1800,  John  Slesman  effected  insurance  on  cajgo  in  the  sum  of  $1,500  in  the 
office  of  Shoemaker  &  Berrett,  paying  therefor  a  premium  of  13}  per  cent,  the  policy 
being  underwritten  as  follows: 

Ambrose  Vasse $750. 00 

Morgan  A  Price 760.00 

Thereafter  Shoemaker  A  Berrett,  as  agents,  paid  the  insured  $1,470,  being  in  full 
for  a  total  loss,  less  the  customary  2  per  cent  abatement. 

May  23, 1800,  Samuel  Archer  effected  insurance  on  the  cargo  in  the  sum  of  $4,000  in 
the  office  of  Shoemaker  &  Berrett,  paying  therefor  a  premium  of  13}  per  cent,  the  policy 
being  underwritten  as  follows: 

Miller  A  Murray ;ia, 000.00 

Ebenezer  Large 500.00 

Pettit&Baywd 800.00 

William  Wain 500.00 

Daniel  W.Goxe 500.00 

William  Read  &  Co 700.00 

Thereafter  Shoemaker  &  Berrett,  as  agents,  paid  the  insured  $3,920,  being  in  full  for 
a  total  loss,  less  an  abatement  of  2  per  cent.  Said  cargo  was  worth  $3,550.20  and  was 
overinsured  in  the  sum  of  $369.80.  The  losses  to  the  above  underwriters  on  thiB  policy 
were  therefore  as  follows: 

Miller  A  Murray $887.55 

Ebenezer  Large ". 443. 78 

Pettit&Baywd 710.04 

William  Wain 443.77 

Daniel  W.Coxe 443.77 

William  Read  &  Co 621.29 

y.  The  losses  by  reason  of  the  capture  of  the  Bettie  were  as  follows: 

Insurance  Company  of  North  America $4, 219. 84 

Insurance  Company  of  the  State  of  Pennsylvania 718. 59 

Samuel  Meeker 440.96 

Ambrose  Vasse 735.00 

Moigan  &  Price 735.00 

MiUerA  Murray.... 887.55 

Ebenezer  Large 443. 78 

Pettit&Baywd 710.04 

William  Wain 443.77 

Daniel  W.Coxe 443.77 

William  Read  A  Co 621.29 


10,399.59 


YI.  The  firm  of  Morgan  &  Price  was  composed  solely  of  Benjamin  Moigan  and 
Chandler  Price,  said  Quindler  Price  being  the  surviving  partner  of  the  firm. 

The  firm  of  Miller  &  Murray  was  composed  solely  of  William  Miller  and  Alexander 
Murray,  said  Alexander  Murray  being  tne  siu^ving  partner  of  the  firm. 

The  firm  of  Pettit  &  Bayaro  was  composed  solely  of  Andrew  Pettit  and  Andrew 
Bayard.    Said  Andrew  Pettit  was  the  survivor  of  the  firm. 

The  firm  of  William  Read  &  Co.,  was  composed  solely  of  William  Read  and  Matthew 
Pearce.    Said  William  Read  was  the  survivor  of  the  mm. 

The  Insurance  Company  of  North  America  was  and  is  duly  incorporated  under  the 
laws  of  the  State  of  Pennsylvania. 

The  Insurance  Company  of  the  State  of  Pennsylvania  was  and  is  duly  incorporated 
imder  the  laws  of  the  State  of  Pennsylvania. 

The  claimants  have  produced  letters  of  administration  on  the  estates  of  the  parties 
lor  whom  they  appear,  and  have  otherwise  proved  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  court  that 
the  persons  for  whose  estates  they  have  filed  claims  are  in  fact  the  same  persons  who 
■offered  loss  by  reason  of  the  seizure  and  condenmation  of  the  schooner  jSeUiCf  as  set 
fath  in  the  iseceding  findings. 

Said  claims  were  not  embraced  in  the  convention  between  the  United  States  and  the 
Bcpablic  of  Prance  concluded  on  the  30th  of  April,  1803.  They  were  not  claims  ^w- 
fipf  out  cl  the  acts  of  Fiance  allowed  and  paid  in  whole  or  in  psjl  under  the  provisions 
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of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States  and  Spain  concluded  on  the  22d  of  February, 
1819,  and  were  not  allowed  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the  provisions  of  the  treaty 
between  the  United  States  and  France  of  the  4th  of  July,  1831. 

The  claimants,  in  their  representative  capacity,  are  the  owners  of  aaid  daims,  which 
have  never  been  assigned  except  as  aforesaid. 

CONCLUSIONS  OP  LAW. 

The  court  decides  as  conclusions  of  law  that  said  seizure  and  condemnation  were 
illegal,  and  the  owners  and  insurers  had  valid  claims  of  indemnity  therefor  upon  the 
French  Grovemment  prior  to  the  ratification  of  the  convention  between  the  United 
States  and  the  French  Republic,  concluded  on  the  30th  day  of  September,  1800; 
that  said  claims  were  relinquished  to  France  by  the  Government  of  the  United  States 
bv  said  treaty  in  part  consideration  of  the  rehnquishment  of  certain  national  claims 
of  France  agaonst  the  United  States;  and  that  the  claimants  are  entitled  to  the  foUow- 
ing  sums  from  the  United  States: 

The  president  and  directors  of  the  Insurance  Gompanv  of  North  America, 
four  thousand  two  hundred  and  nineteen  dollars  ana  eighty-four  cents. .  $4, 219. 84 

The  Insurance  Company  of  the  State  of  Pennsylvania,  seven  hundred  and 
eighteen  dollars  and  fifty-nine  cents 718. 69 

Freaerick  W.  Meeker,  administrator  of  Samuel  Meeker,  four  hundr^  and 
forty  dollars  and  ninety-six  cents 440. 96 

Charles  D.  Vasse,  administrator  of  Ambrose  Vasse,  seven  hundred  and 
thirty-five  dollars 735.00 

A.  Louis  Eakin,  administrator  of  Chandler  Price,  surviving  partner  of  Mor- 
gan &  Price,  seven  hundred  and  thirty-five  dollars 735. 00 

George  W.  Guthrie,  administrator  of  Alexander  Murray,  surviving  partner  of 
Miller  &  Murray,  eight  hundred  and  eighty-seven  dollars  and  fifty-five 
cents 887.66 

William  Mifflin,  administrator  of  Ebenezer  Large,  four  hundred  and  forty- 
three  dollars  and  seventy-eieht  cents 443. 78 

Henry  Pettit,  administrator  of  Andrew  Pettit,  surviving  partner  of  Pettit 
&  Bavard,  seven  hundred  and  ten  dollars  and  four  cents 710. 04 

Richard  C.  McMurtrie,  administrator  of  Daniel  W.  Coxe,  four  hundred  and 
forty-three  dollars  and  seventy-seven  cents 443. 77 

William  R.  Fisher,  administrator  of  William  Read,  surviving  partner  <rf 
William  Read  &  Co.,  six  hundred  and  twenty-one  dollars  and  twenty-nine 
cents 621.29 


9,955.82 

Amounting  in  all  to  nine  thousand  nine  hundred  and  fifty-five  dollars  and  eighty- 
two  cents. 

Thomas  Jones,  Stephen  Smith  (firm  of  Jones  &  Smith);  Robert  C.  Martin,  Abel 
Holmes  (firm  of  Martin  &  Holmes);  James  Hutton;  Nicholas  Diehl,  John  Diehl  (firm 
of  Nich.  Diehl  &  Son);  Robert  Adams,  James  Adams  (firm  of  James  &  Robert  Adams); 
Richard  Milne;  John  Slesman;  Samuel  Archer;  and  George  Hastie,  are  not  in  court. 

William  Wahi  is  indebted  to  the  United  States  GoTernment  on  certain  unpaid 
bonds.  This  indebtedness  being  greater  than  the  amount  of  his  claim  herein,  his 
administrator  is  entitled  to  no  recovery. 

By  the  Coubt. 

Filed  April  1,  1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  25th  day  of  November,  1907. 

[seal.]  John  Randolph, 

Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims, 


*^  !feSS^ }  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  {  Doctobmt 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE   OF   SCHOONER  DOLPHIN 

Lbttbb    from    thb   assistant    clerk   of  thb   Court    of   Claims 
transmittino  a  cofy  of  thb  conclusions  of  law  and  of  fact  in 

THB  FrBNCH  SPOLIATION    CASBS    RELATING   TO   THE    VESSEL    SCHOONER 

Dolphin,  Solomon  Norton,  master 

Dbcbmber  5y  1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed 


Court  op  Claims, 
Washington,  D.  (7,  December  4,  1907. 
Sik:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit  here- 
with the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885, 
in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  fincfings  by  the 
court  relating  to  the  vessel  schooner  Dolphin,  Solomon  Norton, 
master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Court  of  Clalnui.    French  spoliations.    Act  of  January  20,  1885;  23  Stat.  L.,  283.    Vol.  1.  Supplement 
-~  s.,adeJL,r-     -      •    •  ^.,  ...  .,    .  .     , 


No.  of 


to  R.  8.,  ad  ed.,  471.    Vessel  schooner  Dolphin,  Solomon  Norton,  master.] 

Claimant. 

1547.    Charles  F.  AdamB,  administrator  of  Peter  C  Brooks,  v.  The  United  States. 
2Q29.    Henry  W.  Blae^  and  Susan  B.  Samuels,  administrators  of  Crowell  Hatch,  v. 

The  United  States. 
4S59.    Samuel  Abbott  Fowle,  administrator  of  Greorge  Makepeace,  v.  The  United 

States. 
5026.    John  H.  Moriarity,  administrator  of  James  Scott,  v.  The  United  States. 
5512.    William  A.  Hayes,  2nd,  administrator  of  Eliphalet  Ladd,  v.  The  United  States. 

These  cases  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  21st  day  of  October.  1907. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  Curtis  &.  Pickett.  Thomas  J.  Homer,  and  John 
St.  C.  Brookes,  and  the  United  States,  defendants,  by  the  Attorney-General,  through 
his  ftRsistant  in  the  Department  of  Justice,  John  W.  Trainer,  with  whom  was  Assist- 
ant Attorney-General  J.  A.  Van  Orsdel. 

CONCLUSION  OF  LAW. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  considering  the  same,  decide  that  the  claim 
herein  arose  subsequent  to  the  conclusion  of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States 
mnd  France  on  the  30th  day  of  September,  1800;  that  they  were  not  included  in  the 
private  claims  relinc^uished  under  the  second  article  of  said  treaty;  and  that  the 
court  has  do  jurisdiction  thereof  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1855  (23  Stat.  L.,  283). 

By  the  Coubt. 

Ffled  October  28,  1907. 

A  tme  copy. 

Test  this  14th  day  of  November,  1907. 

[OUL.]  John  Randolph, 

AMmtant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 

o 


**^  l^^*"  }  H0TT8B  OF  KEPRHSBSTATIVra 


FI[n>£NaS  IN  CASE  OF  SGHOONISB  MABT 


LansB  VBOM  im  ambstamt  olbsk  ov  ihb  Ckyimr  ov  Oriiim 
«BAN«iiimMo  A  oorr  <np  im  ooxoLunoKt  of  law  amd  or  VAor  nr 

YHB  FbBWOE  SPOLIAIIOir  OAMEM  BSLAIiarO  TO  TBM  TBMSL  MBOOVaB 

Mabt,  John  Anunoir,  MAffrm 

DaoncBBB  6»  1907.— Befored  to  tlie  Oommittoe  on  Olsims  and  adend  to  to 

printed 


OotTBT  or  CL4Da, 
Washinlfbm,  D.  O.,  December  4, 1907. 
Szb:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  daims^  I  tranamit  hin- 
¥dth  the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20.  1881^ 
in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  findingi  dj  fiiif 
court  relating  to  the  vessel  schooner  Mary,  John  Appleton,  master. 
I  am,  very  respectfuUy,  yours,  etc., 

John  Rakdolfh, 
Aeeiekwt  Oeii  OniHqfOMmi. 
Hon.  Joseph  O.  Cakkon, 

Speaker  ofihe  House  qfRepreeentoHvee. 


{Court of  aiama.    VwdOi ^ptiUMoDB.   Aet  of  Juraarv ao,  1886:  23 Stot.  L., 9BS.   VoLl« 
^_  m.  «   «-  .^    —     ,r — I  iohooDer  if ary,  John  Ajypleton,  maiter.] 


No.  of 


toR.8H2d6d.,firi.   VeMdi 

GUdnumt. 

115.  Geo.  F.  Bemi0,  administrator  of  Nehemiah  Panx>n8,  v.  The  United  States. 

1760.  Thomas  J.  Homer,  administrator  of  Benjamin  Smith,  v.  The  United  StateSi 

2234.  The  Massachusetts  Fire  and  Marine  Insurance  Company  v.  The  United  StatsSL 

2401.  Horace  B.  Sargent,  jr.,  administrator  of  Daniel  Saigent^;.  The  United  States. 

8190.  Charles  F.  Adams,  administrator  of  Peter  C.  Brooks,  v.  The  United  States. 

8836.  Horace  B.  Sargent,  jr.,  administrator  of  Daniel  Saigent^j;.  Ilie  United  Statssu 

8576.  Charles  T.  Levering,  administrator  of  Joseph  Taylor,  v.  The  United  States. 

6080.  John  H.  Moriarity,  administrator  of  James  Soott,  v.  The  United  States. 

These  cases  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  21st  day  of  October,  1907. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  Curtis  &  Pickett  and  Thomas  J.  Homer,  aiid 
the  United  States,  defendants,  by  the  Attorney-General,  through  his  assistant  in 
the  Department  of  Justice,  Jonn  W.  Trainer,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney- 
General  J.  A.  Van  Orsdel. 

CONCLUSION  or  LAW. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  considering  the  same,  decide  that  tii«. 
claims  herein  arose  subsequent  to  the  conclusion  of  the  treatv  between  the  United 
States  and  France  on  the  30th  day  of  September,  1800;  that  they  were  not  included 
in  theprivate  claims relinouisbed  under  tne  second  article  of  said  treaty,  and  tiiat  tlie 
court  has  no  jurisdiction  tnereof  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885  (23  Stat.  L.,  2S3]k 

By  the  Coubt. 

Filed  October  28, 1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  14th  day  of  November,  1907. 

[ssAL.]  John  Randolpk, 

Auiitani  Ckth  Onirt  of  Oaime. 

o 


^Is^IT"}  HOUSE  OF  REPBE8ENTATIVES 


•OlH  GoROBni\  TTATTau!  f\jf  'PTffOTJTOair.wTA'mnna  i  DoouiMirt 


FINDINGS    IN   OASE  OF    SCHOONER  BEGULATOB, 
THOMPSON,  MASTEB 

LbTTBB  mOM  THl  AflSnTAKT  GLBBX  OV  THB  OOUBT  OV  CLADft 
TRAN8MITTINO  ▲  COPT  OF  THB  CONCLUSIONS  OF  LAW  AND  OF  FACT  IN 
THB   FbBNCH   spoliation   OASBS   BBLATINO  to   THB   YBSSBL   SCHOONBB 

Rbgulatob,  Nathanibl  Thompson,  mastbb 

Dbcbmbbb  6,  1907.— Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed 


Court  of  Claims, 
WasMngtoUy  D.  (7.,  December  ^,  1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit  here- 
with the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  Januaty  20,  1885, 
in  the  French  spoUation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  fincfings  by  the 
court  relating  to  the  vessel  schooner  Regulator ,  Nathaniel  Thomp- 
son, master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Cleric  Court  of  (Mima. 
Hon.  Joseph  Q.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Court  of  Clftlms.    French  spoliationa.    Act  of  January  20, 1885:  23  Btat.  L.,  283.    Vol.  1,  Snpplemsiit 

to  R.  S.,  2d  ed.,  4/1.    Vessel  schooner  Regulator^  Nathaniel  Thompson,  master.] 
No.  of 
case.  Claimants. 

114.  John  Morton  Clinch,  administrator  of  Perez  Morton,  v.  The  United  States. 

3633.  Charles  T.  Lovering,  administrator  of  Joseph  Taylor,  v.  The  United  States. 

4226.  John  Morton  Clincn,  administrator  of  Perez  Morton,  v.  The  United  States. 

4936.  Edward  M.  Ketcham,  administrator  of  Nicholl  Fosdick,  v.  The  United  States. 

These  cases  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  21st  day  of  October,  1907. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  Curtis  &  Pickett  and  Cragin  &  Butterfield,  and 
the  United  States,  defendants,  by  the  Attorney-General,  through  his  assistant  in  the 
Department  of  Justice,  John  W.  Trainer,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attomey-Gencffal 
J.  A.  Van  Orsdel. 

CONCLUSION  OF  LAW. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  considering  the  same,  decide  that  the 
claims  herein  were  not  included  in  the  private  claims  relinquished  under  the  second 
article  of  the  treaty  concluded  between  the  United  States  and  France  on  the  3Qth 
day  of  September,  1800;  that  they  were  claims  relinquished  under  the  ninth  artide 
of  the  treaty  concluded  between  the  United  States  and  Spain  on  the  22d  day  of 
February,  1819,  and  were  paid  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the  provisions  of  said 
treaty;  and  that  the  court  nas  no  jurisdiction  thereof  under  the  act  of  January  20, 
1885  (23  Stat.  L.,  283). 

By  THB  COUBT. 

FUed  October  28,  1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  14th  day  of  November,  1907. 

[SBAL.]  John  Randolph, 

Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Ckdm$. 


^M  l^SSn™ }  HOUSE  OF  BBPRESENTATIVES  {  Dootobm* 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  SCHOONER  MARY 

LbITBB     VBOM     the     assistant     clerk     OV    the     CoUST     OV     GLADft 
TRANSMITTINO   ▲   COPY   OF  THE   CONCLUSIONS    OF   LAW   AND  OP  PACT  IN" 

THE  French  spoliation  cases  rblatino  to  the  vessel  schooner 
Mary,  John  Appleton,  master 

December  5,  1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed 


Court  op  Claims, 
Wdshingtoiif  D.  C,  December  4, 1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit  here- 
with the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885, 
in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  finmngs  by  the 
court  relating  to  the  vessel  schooner  Mary,  John  Appleton,  master. 
I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  Q.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Court  of  Claims.    French  spoliatlona.    Act  of  January-  20, 1886;  23  Stat.  L.,  283.    Vol.  1,  Supplement 
^_  «  «    «*  _j    .«     ,r ,  _-,-  —  ^rMar     ''-^~  »-_.---_         ^--■. 


No.of 


to  R.  B.f  2d  ed.,  471.    Vessel  schooner  Mary,  John  Appleton,  master.] 


Claimant. 

115.  Geo.  F.  Bemis,  administrator  of  Nehemiah  Parsons,  v.  The  United  States. 

1750.  Thomas  J.  Homer,  administrator  of  Benjamin  Smith,  v.  The  United  States. 

2234.  The  Massachusetts  Fire  and  Marine  Insurance  Company  v.  The  United  States. 

2401.  Horace  B.  Sargent,  jr.,  administrator  of  Daniel  Sargent,  v.  The  United  States. 

3190.  Charles  F.  Adams,  administrator  of  Peter  C.  Brooks,  v.  The  United  States. 

3336.  Horace  B.  Sargent,  jr.,  administrator  of  Daniel  Sargent,  v.  The  United  States. 

3575.  Charles  T.  Lovering,  administrator  of  Joseph  Taylor,  v.  The  United  States. 

6030.  John  H.  Moriarity,  administrator  of  James  Scott,  v.  The  United  States. 

These  cases  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  2l8t  day  of  October,  1907. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  Curtis  &  Pickett  and  Thomas  J.  Homer,  and 
the  United  States,  defendants  by  the  Attorney-General,  through  his  assistant  in 
the  Department  of  Justice,  Jonn  W.  Trainer,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney- 
General  J.  A.  Van  Orsdel. 

CONCLUSION   OP  LAW. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  considering  the  same,  decide  that  the 
claims  herein  arose  subsequent  to  the  conclusion  of  the  treaty  between  the  United 
States  and  France  on  the  30th  day  of  September,  1800;  that  they  were  not  included 
in  the  private  claims  relinquished  under  the  second  article  of  said  treaty,  and  that  the 
court  has  no  jurisdiction  tnereof  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885  (23  Stat.  L.,  283). 

By  thb  Coubt. 

Filed  October  28,  1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  14th  day  of  November,  1907. 

[seal.]  John  Randglpk, 

AmmUoU  Clerk  Court  of  Chim$. 

o 


^^!^iSr"}  HOUSE  OF  BEPRE8ENTATIVES  {  Documht 


FINDINGS    IN   OASE  OF    SCHOONER  BEGULATOB, 
THOMPSON,  MASTEB 

LbTTBB  VBOM  THl  AflSISTAKT  GLBBX  OV  THB  GOUBT  OV  ClADM 
TRANSMITTINO  ▲  COPT  OF  THB  CONGLUSIONS  OF  LAW  AND  OF  FACT  IN 
THB    FbBNCH   spoliation   0A8B8   RBLATINO  TO   THB   VBSSBL   8CHOONBB 

Rbgulatob,  Nathanibl  Thompson,  mabtbb 

Dbcbmbbb  6,  1907. — ^Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed 


Court  of  Claims, 
Washington,  D,  C,  December  4, 1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit  here- 
with the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885, 
in  the  French  spoUation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  findings  by  the 
court  relating  to  the  vessel  schooner  Regulator,  Nathaniel  Thomp- 
son,  master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Cleric  Court  of  Claim%. 
Hon.  Joseph  Q.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  {he  House  of  Representatives. 


[Coast  of  CUims.    French  Bpoliationa.    Act  of  January  20, 1885;  23  Stat.  L.,  283.    Vol.  1,  Sapplemsnt 

to  R.  8.,  2d  ed.,  4/1.    Vessel  schooner  RegtUator,  Nathaniel  Thompson,  master.] 
No.  of 
tmm.  Claimants. 

114.  John  Morton  Clinch,  administrator  of  Perez  Morton,  v.  The  United  States. 

3633.  Charles  T.  Levering,  administrator  of  Joseph  Taylor,  v.  The  United  States. 

4226.  John  Morton  Clinch,  administrator  of  Perez  Morton,  v.  The  United  States. 

4935.  Edward  M.  Ketcham,  administrator  of  Nicholl  Fosdick,  v.  The  United  States. 

These  cases  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  21st  day  of  October,  1907. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  Curtis  &,  Pickett  and  Cragin  &  Butterfield,  and 
the  United  States,  defendants,  by  Uie  Attorney-General,  through  his  assistant  in  the 
Department  of  Justice,  John  W.  Trainer,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney-General 
J.  A.  Van  Orsdel. 

CONCLUSION  OF  LAW. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  considering  the  same,  decide  that  the 
claims  herein  were  not  included  in  the  private  claims  relinquished  under  the  second 
article  of  the  treaty  concluded  between  the  United  States  and  France  on  the  SQth 
day  of  September,  1800;  that  they  were  claims  relinquished  under  the  ninth  artide 
of  the  treaty  concluded  between  the  United  States  and  Spain  on  the  22d  day  of 
February,  1819,  and  were  paid  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the  provisions  of  said 
treaty;  and  that  the  court  nas  no  jurisdiction  thereof  under  the  act  of  January  20, 
1885  (23  Stat.  L.,  283). 

Bt  the  Coubt. 

Ffled  October  28, 1907. 

A  tme  copy. 

Test  this  14th  day  of  November,  1907. 

[•BAii.]  John  Randolph, 

Assistant  Ckrk  Court  of  CUxms. 


^^!^^"}  HOUSE  OF  REPBE8ENTATIVES  {  l>o<^»' 


FINDINGS  IN   CASE  OF  SCHOONER  NANCY, 
ATHEABN,  MASTEB 

Lbitbb   from   thb    assistant   clerk    of   the    Court   of   Claims 

tran8mittino  a  copy  of  the  conclusions  of  law  and  of  fact  in 

THB  French  spoliation  cases  relating  to  the  vessel  bchoonbb 

Nanct,  William  Athearn,  master 

Dbcembbr  6,  1907. — Keferred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed 


Court  of  Claims, 
WdshingtoUy  D,  C,  December  4, 1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit  here- 
with the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885, 
in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  fincungs  by  the 
court  relating  to  the  vessel  schooner  Nancy j  William  Atheam,  master. 
I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claima. 
Hon.  Joseph  Q.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


(Court  of  Claims.    French  spoliations.    Act  of  January  20,  1885;  23  Stat.  L.,  283.    Vol.  1,  Sapplemaiil 
to.  R,  8.  2d  ed.,  471.    Vessel  schooner  Nam  y,  William  Atheam,  master.] 

No.  of 

case.  Claimants. 

1M6.  Charles  F.  Amams,  administrator  of  Peter  C.  Brooks,  v.  The  United  States. 
2048.    Henry  W.  Blagge  and  Susan  B.  Samuels,  administrators  of  Crowell  Hatc^,  v. 

The  Uniti'd  States. 
2889.    Jeanette  P.  Watson,  administratrix  of  George  Watson,  v.  The  United  States. 

These  cases  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  2l8t  day  of  October,  1907. 

The  claimants  were  reprosented  by  Curtis  &,  Pickett,  and  the  United  States,  defend- 
ants, by  the  Attorney-General,  through  his  assistant  in  the  Department  of  Justice, 
John  W.  Trainer,  wiUi  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney-General  J,  A.  Van  Orsdel. 

CONCLUSION    OP  LAW. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  considering  the  same,  decide  that  the 
claims  herein  arose  subsequent  to  the  conclusion  of  the  treaty  between  the  United 
States  and  France  on  the  30th  day  of  September,  1800;  that  they  were  not  included  in 
the  private  claims  relinquished  under  the  second  article  of  said  treaty,  and  that  the 
court  has  no  jurisdiction  thereof  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885  (23  Stat.  L.,  288). 

By  the  Coubt. 

Filed  October  28,  1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  14th  day  of  November.  1907. 

[sBAL.]  John  Randolph, 

Assistant  Clerk  Court  qf  ClaimM. 


^st  sSSSST" }  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  {  I>o<^n« 


FINDINGS    ENT    CASE    OF    SCHOONER    SALLY, 
STEPHENSON,  MASTER 

LbTTBS     ntOM     THB     A8SI8TANT     CX«SRK     OV     THB     GOUST     OF     CLAIMS 
TRANSMTTTINO   A  COPY   OF  THB   CONCLUSIONS   OF   LAW   AND  OP  PACT  IN 

THii  French  spoliation  cases  BELATma  to  the  vessel  schoonbb 
Sallt,  Ltjthbb  Stephenson,  master 

Dbcembbr  5,  1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed 


Court  of  Claims, 
Wdshington,  D,  C,  December  4, 1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit  here- 
with the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885, 
in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  fincungs  by  the 
court  relating  to  the  vessel  schooner  Sally,  Luther  Stephenson, 
master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  Q.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  (he  House  of  Representatives. 


[Ooon  of  CUimi.    Vrenoh  epollAtioiis.    Act  of  Jantuurj  20,  1886;  23  Stat.  L.,  283.    VoL  1,  Supplemeot 

to  R.  8.,  2d  ed.,  471.    Vetael  nhooner  SaUyt  Luther  Stephenson,  master.] 
No.  of 

Qalmante. 


2G50.    John  F.  Simmons,  administrator  of  Luther  Stephenson,  v.  The  United  States. 
3642.    Charles  T.  Loverins,  administrator  of  Joseph  Taylor,  v.  The  United  States. 
4196.     Charles  F.  Hunt,  administrator  of  Joseph  Kussell,  v.  The  United  States. 

These  cases  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  21st  day  of  October,  1907 
The  claimants  were  represented  by  George  A.  King  and  Curtis  &  Pickett,  and  the 
United  States,  defendants,  by  the  Attorney-General,  through  his  assistant  in  the  De- 
partment of  Justice  John  W.  Trainer,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney-General 
jTa.  Van  Orsdel. 

CONCLUSION   OP  LAW. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  considering  the  same,  decide  that  the 
claims  herein  were  not  included  in  the  private  claims  relinquished  under  the  second 
article  of  the  treaty  concluded  between  the  United  States  and  France  on  the  30th 
day  of  September,  1800:  that  they  were  claims  relinquished  under  the  ninth  article 
ol  the  treaty  concluded  between  the  United  States  and  Spain  on  the  22d  day  of 
February,  1891,  and  were  paid  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the  provisions  of  said 
traty;  and  tbal  the  court  has  no  jurisdiction  thereof  under  the  act  of  January  20, 
1886  (28  Stal  L.,  283). 

By  the  Coubt. 

FQed  October  28, 1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  14th  day  of  November,  1907. 

(•■AL.]  John  Randolph, 

Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 

o 
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^^!^wSr"}  HOUSE  OF  BEPRESENTATIVE8  |  Doctobot 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  SCHOONER  LITTLE  SALLY 

Lbitbb   fbom   the    assistant   cx«sbk    of   thb   Goubt   of   Claims 

tbansmittino  a  copt  of  the  conclusions  of  law  and  of  fact  in 

THE  French  spoliation  cases  relating  to  the  vessel  schooner 

Littlb  Sallt,  William  WnrrMARSH,  master 

December  5,  1907. — Referred  to  tlie  Gommittee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed 


Court  op  Claims, 
WasTiinffton,  D,  C,  December  4,  1907. 
Sm:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit  here- 
with the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885, 
in  the  French  spohation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  fincfincrs  by  the 
court  relating  to  the  vessel  schooner  LUUe  Sally,  William  Whit- 
marsh,  master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  (Jlerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives, 


Court  ol  Claims.  ^  French  spoliations.^  Act  of  January ^20,^  1885;  23  Stat.  L.,  283.    Vol.  1,  Supplemenft 


No.  of 


to  R.  S.,  2d  ed.,  471.    Vessel  schooner  LiUle  Sally,  William  Whitmarsh,  master.] 
ClAlmants. 

1816.    Charles  F.  Admams,  administrator  of  Peter  C.  Brooks,  v.  The  United  States. 
2477.    H.  B.  Sargent,  jr.,  administrator  of  Daniel  Sargent,  v.  The  United  States 

3566.  Charles  T.  Lovering,  administrator  of  Joseph  Taylor,  v.  The  United  States. 

3567.  Charles  T.  Lovering,  administrator  of  Joseph  Taylor,  v.  The  United  States. 
3715.     Archibald  M.  Howe,  administrator  of  Edward  H.  Bobbins,  v.  The  United  States. 
4214.     The  Massachusetts  Fire  and  Marine  Insurance  Company,  v.  The  United  States. 
5008.    John  H.  Moriarity,  administrator  of  James  Scott,  v.  The  United  States. 
5010.     John  H.  Moriarity,  administrator  of  James  Scott,  v.  The  United  States. 

6275.    Charles  E.  Barry,  administrator  of  Arthur  Fessenden,  v.  The  United  States. 

These  cases  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  21st  day  of  October,  1907. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  Curtis  &.  Pickett,  Thomas  J.  Homer,  and  J.  P. 
Cilley,  and  the  United  States,  defendants,  by  the  Attorney-General,  through  his 
assistant  in  the  Department  of  Justice  John  W.  Trainer,  wiUi  whom  was  Assistant 
Attorney-General  J.  A.  Van  Orsdel. 

CONCLUSION   OP  LAW. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  considering  the  same,  decide  that  the 
claims  herein  arose  subsequent  to  the  conclusion  of  the  treaty  between  the  United 
States  and  France  on  the  30th  day  of  September,  1800;  that  they  were  not  included  in 
the  private  claims  relinquished  under  tlie  second  article  of  said  treaty,  and  that  the 
court  has  no  jurisdiction  thereof  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885  (23  Stau  L.,  283). 

By  the  Coubt. 

Filed  October  28,  1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  14th  day  of  November,  1907. 

[SEAL.J  John  Randolph, 

Assistant  Clerk  Court  qf  ClidmM. 

o 
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FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  SCHOONER  LTDIA 

Lbttss  from    thb   assistant   clerk   of  thb    Court    of    Claims 
transmittino  a  copy  of  thb  conclusions  of  law  and  of  fact  in 
toe  fasnch  spoliation  cases  relating  to  the  vessel  schooner 
Ltdla.,  Geoegb  Bradish,  master  . 

DscxMBER  5,  1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed 


Court  of  Claims, 
Washingtony  D,  C,  December  4, 1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit  here- 
with the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885,  in 
the  French  spoUation  clamis  set  out  in  the  annexed  findings  by  the 
court  relating  to  the  vessel  schooner  I/ydiaj  George  Bradish,  master. 
I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  oftJie  House  of  Representatives. 


(Court  of  CUims.    French  spoliatioziB.    Act  of  January  20,  1885;  23  Stat.  L.,  283.    Vol.  1,  Sapplement 

to  R.  8.,  2d  ed.,  471.    Vessel  schooner  Lydia,  George  Bradish,  master.] 
No.  of 

Claimant. 


1024.  Charles  A .  Ropes  et  al. ,  administrators  of  Benjamin  Ropes,  v.  The  United  States. 
1797.     George  Bradish,  administrator  of  George  Bradish,  v.  The  United  States. 

Those  cases  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  21st  day  of  October,  1907. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  Edward  Lander  and  Edmund  L.  Baylies,  and 
the  United  States,  defendant,  by  the  Attorney-General,  through  his  assistant  in  the 
Department  of  Justice,  John  W.  Trainer,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney-General 
J.  JLVan  Orsdd. 

CONCLUSION  OP  LAW. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  considering  the  same,  decides  that  the  claims 
herein  arose  subsequent  to  the  conclusion  of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States 
and  France  on  the  30th  day  of  September,  1800;  that  they  were  not  included  in  the 
private  claims  relinquished  under  the  second  article  of  said  treaty;  and  that  the 
court  has  no  jurisdiction  thereof  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885  (23  Stat.  L.,  283). 

Bt  the  Court. 

FUed  October  28,  1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  14th  day  of  November,  1907. 

[ssAL.]  John  Randolph. 

As^tarU  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
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FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  SCHOONER  KITTY 

LbTTXB  ntOM  THB  ASSISTANT  CLERK  OJf  THE  COUBT  OF  CLAIMS  TRANB- 
MirnNO  A  COPY  OP  THB  CONCLUSIONS  OP  LAW  AND  OP  PACT  IN  THB  FbENCH 
SPOUATION   CASES   BBLATINO  TO  THB  YBSSEL,  SCHOONBB   ElITY,  JaCOB 

Singleton,  mastbb 

Dbcbmbbb  5,  1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  ClaimB  and  ordered  to  be 

printed 


Court  of  Claims, 
Washington,  D.  C,  December  4, 1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit  here- 
with the  conclusions  of  fact  and  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  Januarr 
20,  1885.  in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  fina- 
ings  by  tne  court  relating  to  the  vessel,  schooner  Kitty,  Jacob  Singleton, 
master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

SpeaJcer  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


Coort  of  CUUms.    French  spoliations.    Act  of  January  20,  1885;  23  Stat.  L.,  283.    Vol.  1,  Supplement 

to  R.  8.,  2a  ed.,  471.    Vessel,  schooner  Kitty,  Jacob  Singleton,  master.] 
No.  of 
ease.  Claimant. 

834.     The  Profiident  and  Directors  of  the  Insurance  Company  of  North  America  v. 

United  States. 
19d2.     Ormee  B.  Keith,  surviving  executor  of  Samuel  Keith,  v.  United  States. 

PRELIMINARY  STATEMENT. 

Thefle  cases  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  18th  day  of  March,  1907. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  Thomas  Stokes,  esq.,  and  the  Unite(i  States, 
defendants,  by  the  Attorney-General,  through  his  assistant  in  the  Department  of 
Justice,  John  W.  Trainer,  esq.,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney-General,  Josiah  A. 
Van  Orsdel. 

CONCLUSIONS  OP  PACT. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  hearing  the  arguments  and  considering 
the  same,  with  the  briefs  of  counsel  on  each  side,  determine  the  facts  to  be  as  follows: 

I.  The  schooner  Kitty j  Jacob  Singleton,  master,  sailed  on  a  commercial  voyage  on 
or  about  May  11, 1797,  from  Philadelphia,  bound  to  Kingston,  Jamaica.  While  peace- 
fully pursuing  said  voyage,  she  was  captured  on  the  high  seas  May  28, 1797,  by  the 
Frencn  privateer  Les  Trois  Rejnihlicaines,  and  sent  into  Santiago,  Cuba.  The  vessel 
and  cargo  were  condemned  by  the  commission  at  Cape  Francois  on  June  11,  1797, 
whereby  the  vessel  and  cargo  became  a  total  loss  to  the  owners  thereof. 

'Die  grounds  of  condemnation,  as  set  forth  in  the  decree,  were  as  follows: 
That  the  vessel  was  proceeding  to  Jamaica,  an  English  port.    That  the  cargo  was 
Enfflish  property. 

II.  The  Kitty  was  a  duly  registered  vessel  of  the  United  States  of  90  tons  burthen, 
was  buOt  at  Choptank,  Md.,  in  the  year  1791,  and  was  owned  by  the  firm  of  William 
and  Samael  Keith,  citizens  of  the  United  States  and  residing  in  Philadelphia. 
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m.  The  cargo  of  the  Kitty  at  the  time  of  capture  consisted  of  com  meal,  rice,  lard, 
shooks.  hoops,  staves,  and  lumber,  and  was  owned  by  William  and  Samuel  Keith. 

Jacob  Singleton,  the  master,  also  had  an  adventure  on  board,  the  value  of  which 
was  in  excess  of  the  amount  oif  insurance  effected  thereon. 

rV.  The  loss  of  William  and  Samuel  Keith  by  reason  of  the  capture  and  condemna- 
tion of  the  Kitty  was  as  follows: 

Value  of  vessel $2,700.00 

Freight  earnings 1,192.00 

Value  of  car^ 2,918.00 

Premium  of  insurance  paid  on  vessel 405. 00 

Premium  of  insurance  paid  on  value  of  cargo 437. 70 

Amounting  in  all  to 7, 652. 70 

Less  insurance  paid  on  vessel $2, 646. 00 

Less  insurance  paid  on  cargo 3, 544. 94 

6,190.94 

Net  loss  to  William  and  Samuel  Keith. 1, 461. 76 

V.  May  12, 1797,  William  and  Samuel  Keith  insured  the  vessel  in  the  simi  of  $2^700 
in  the  office  of  the  Insurance  Company  of  North  America,  paying  therefor  a  premium 
of  15  per  cent.  Thereafter  said  insurance  company  paid  the  said  William  and  Samuel 
Keith  the  sum  of  $2,646,  for  a  total  loss  as  aforesaid,  less  an  abatement  of  2  per  cent 

May  12,  1797,  William  and  Samuel  Keith  insured  the  car^  in  the  sum  of  $3,700  in 
the  office  of  the  Insurance  Company  of  North  America,  paying  therefor  a  premium  of 
15  per  cent.  Thereafter  the  said  insurance  company  paid  to  William  and  Samuel 
Keith  the  sum  of  $3,544.94  on  said  policy,  but  the  actual  value  of  said  cargo  being  only 
$2,918,  the  said  car^  was  therefore  ovennsured  in  the  sum  of  $626.94. 

May  12,  1797,  William  and  Samuel  Keith,  as  aecnts  for  Jacob  Sine^leton,  insured 
said  Singleton's  property  and  effects  on  board  in  tne  sum  of  $300  in  me  office  of  the 
Insurance  Company  of  North  America,  paying  therefor  a  premium  of  15  per  cent. 
Thereafter  the  said  insurance  company  paid  the  said  Keiths,  on  behalf  of  said  Single- 
ion,  the  insured,  the  sum  of  $294,  oeing  for  a  total  loss  as  aforesaid,  less  an  abatement 
of  2  per  cent. 

VI.  The  losses  to  the  Insurance  Company  of  North  America  by  reason  of  the  seizure 
and  condemnation  aforesaid  were  as  follows: 

Amoimt  paid  William  and  Samuel  Keith  on  vessel $2, 646. 00 

Amoimt  paid  said  Keiths  on  cargo $3,  544. 94 

Less  over  insurance  on  cargo 626. 94 

2,918.00 

Amount  paid  Jacob  Singleton  on  property  and  effects 294. 00 

Total  loss  to  Insurance  Company  of  North  America 5,  858. 00 

VII.  The  firm  of  William  and  Samuel  Keith  was  composed  solely  of  said  William 
and  Samuel  Keith,  said  Samuel  Keith  being  the  surviving  partner. 

The  Insurance  Company  of  North  America  was  duly  incorporated  under  the  laws  of 
the  Stat(»  of  Pennsylvania. 

The  claimants  have  produced  letters  of  administration  on  the  estates  of  the  parties 
for  whom  they  appear,  and  have  otherwise  proved  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  court  that 
the  persons  for  whose  estates  they  have  filed  claims  are  in  fact  the  same  persons  who 
suffered  loss  by  reason  of  the  seizure  and  condemnation  of  the  schooner  Kitty ^  as  set 
forth  in  tlie  preceding  findings. 

Said  claims  were  not  embraced  in  the  convention  between  the  United  States  and 
the  Republic  of  France,  concluded  on  the  30th  of  April,  1803.  Thi  y  were  not  claims 
growing  out  of  the  acts  of  France,  allowed  and  paid  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the  pro- 
visions of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States  and  S])ain,  concluded  on  the  22d  of 
February,  1819,  and  were  not  allowed  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the  provisions  of  the 
treaty  between  the  United  States  and  France  of  the  4th  of  July,  1831. 

The  claimants  in  their  representative  capacity  are  the  owners  of  said  claims,  which 
have  never  been  ast*igned,  except  as  aforesaid. 

CONCLUSIONS    OF   LAW. 

The  court  decides  as  conclusions  of  law  that  said  seizure  and  condemnation  were 
illegal,  and  the  owners  and  insurers  had  valid  clainLs  of  indemnity  therefor  upon  the 
French  Government  prior  to  the  ratification  of  the  convention  between  the  United 
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Statee  and  the  French  Republic,  concluded  on  the  30th  day  of  September,  1800;  that 
said  claims  were  relinquisned  to  France  by  the  Government  of  the  United  States  by 
Md  treaty  in  part  consideration  of  the  relinquishment  of  certain  national  claims  of 
France  against  the  United  States;  and  that  the  claimants  are  entitled  to  the  following 
sums  from  the  United  States: 

Ormes  B.  Keith,  surviving  executor  of  Samuel  Keith,  surviving  partner  of 
the  firm  of  William  and  Samuel  Keith,  one  thousand  four  hundred  and 
sixty-one  dollars  and  seventy-six  cents |1, 461. 76 

The  president  and  directors  of  the  Insurance  Company  of  North  America, 

five  thousand  eight  hundred  and  fifty-eight  dollars 5,858.00 

7,319.76 
Amounting  in  all  to  seven  thousand  three  hundred  and  nineteen  dollars  and  seventy- 
six  cents. 

Jacob  Singleton,  the  master  and  owner  of  an  adventure  on  board,  is  not  in  court. 

Bt  thb  Court. 
FQed  April  1,  1907. 
A  true  copy. 

Test  this  25  day  of  Noyember,  1907. 
[SKAL.]  John  Randolph, 

Assistant  Clerk  Cowrt  oj  Claims. 
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FINDINGS  IN    CASE  OF   SCHOONEK  LIVELY 

Lbttsr    from  the   assistant  clerk    of   the    Court    of    Claims 

transmitting  a  copy  of  the  conclusions  of  law  and  of  fact  in 

THE  French  spoliation  cases  relating  to  the  vessel  schooner 

LiYELY,  Weston  Spooneb,  master 

DscsMBSR  5,  1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed 


Court  of  Claims, 
Washington,  D.  C,  December  4, 1907. 
Sm:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit  here- 
with the  conclusions  of  fact  and  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January 
20,  1885,  in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  fincl- 
ings  by  the  court  relatmg  to  the  vessel  schooner  Lively,  Weston 
Spooner,  master. 

I  am,  ver}^  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  oftJie  House  of  Representatives. 


[Coart  of  ClaimB.    French  spoliations.    Act  of  January  20,  1885;  23  Stat.  L.,  283.    Vol.  1,  Supplement 

to  R.  8.,  2d  ed.,  471.    Vessel  schooner  Lively,  Weston  Spooner,  master.] 
No.  of 
ca«e.  Claimant. 

1381.     Brooks  Adams,  administrator  of  Peter  G.  Brooks,  v.  The  United  States. 
Ifi05.     Francis  M.  Boutwell,  administrator  of  Thomas  Geyer,  v.  The  United  States. 
2041.    George  G.  King,  administrator  of  Crowell  Hatch,  v.  The  United  States. 

PRELIMINART  STATEMENT. 

Thepe  ca.««es  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  12th  day  of  March,  1907. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  William  T.  S.  Curtis  and  Theodore  J.  Pickett, 
esq?.,  and  the  United  States,  defendants,  by  the  Attorney-General,  through  his 
asEL^tant  in  the  Department  of  Justice,  John  W.  Trainer,  esq.,  with  whom  was  Assist- 
ant Attorney-General  J.  A.  Van  Orsdel. 

CONCLUSIONS  or  PACT. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence  and  after  hearing  the  arguments  and  considering  the 
same  with  the  briefs  of  coimsel  on  each  side,  determine  the  facts  to  be  as  follows: 

1.  The  schooner  Lively,  Weston  Spooner,  master,  sailed  on  a  commercial  voyage 
from  Kingston,  Jamaica,  on  the  18th  day  of  July,  1797,  bound  for  Boston. 

While  peacc'fuUy  pursuing  said  voyage  she  was  seized  on  the  high  seas  on  the  29th 
day  of  said  month  by  the  French  privateer  RepuhLxque  Triomphante,  Captain  Du 
Buque,  and  sent  to  Habana  under  tne  conmiand  of  a  prize  master.  The  master  of 
the  Lively  was  removed  from  on  board  his  vessel  and  taken  on  the  privateer,  which 
arrived  at  Habana  on  the  10th  day  of  August  following.  The  master  of  the  Livebj  on 
the  11th  day  of  the  said  month  of  Augu.<!t.  together  with  his  crew,  were  ordered  on  shore 
without  being  given  anything  but  their  clothes,  and  all  the  papers  appertaining  to 
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his  vessel  were  taken  from  Captain  Spooner  and  their  return  upon  his  demand  there- 
for was  refused,  and  upon  application  to  the  French  consul  that  they  **be  given 
something  to  eat"  the  same  was  denied  them.  In  this  condition  Captain  Spooner 
was  compelled  to  raise  money  in  the  name  of  his  merchant  to  supply  the  urgent  needs 
of  himself  and  crew.  The  master  abandoned  his  vessel  and  inade  his  way  home. 
He  arrived  in  New  York  on  or  about  the  31st  of  said  month,  twenty  days  after  making 
protest  at  Habana,  and  again  protested  against  the  French  captor  turning  him  on  shore 
and  refusing  to  return  to  him  nis  papers  upon  demand  and  the  detention  of  the  vessel 
and  papers. 

It  appears  from  the  evidence  that  the  Lively  sailed  from  Jamaica  with  a  fleet  undei 
an  English  convoy,  but  that  she  parted  from  said  convoy  on  the  20th  of  July,  or 
nine  days  before  she  was  seized  by  the  French  privateer. 

No  condemnation  is  produced  and  no  grounds  of  condemnation  are  shown. 

II.  The  Lively  was  a  duly  registered  vessel  of  the  United  States  of  58  J*  tons  burthen, 
built  in  Plymouth,  Mass.,  in  the  year  1783,  and  was  owned  solely  by  Thomas  Geyer, 
James  Powers,  and  Weston  Spooner,  citizens  of  the  United  States  residing  in  Massa- 
chusetts, in  equal  proportions. 

III.  The  cargo  of  tne  Lively  at  the  date  of  seizure  consisted  of  rum,  sugar,  and 
coffee,  and  was  owned  solely  by  Thomas  Geyer. 

CONCLUSION  OP  LAW. 

The  court  decides  as  conclusion  of  law  that  said  seizure  is  not  shown  to  have  been 
ill^al,  nor  is  it  shown  that  the  master  was  deprived  of  any  right  of  defense  he  may 
have  had  in  the  event  of  prize  proceedings  looking  to  a  condemnation  of  the  vessel, 
and  therefore  no  allowance  is  made. 

By  the  Court. 

Ffled  AprU  1,  1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  5th  day  of  Jime,  1907. 

[seal.]  John  Randolph, 

Assistant  Clerk  Court  oj  Claima. 
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FINDINGS  IN  CASE   OF  SCHOONER  HOPE 

LbTTXB     ntOM     THX     ASSISTANT     CLERK     OJT     THS     CoURT     OF     CLAIMS 
TRANSMITTINO   A   COPY   0»  THE   CONCLUSIONS   OP  LAW    AND  OP  PACT  IN 

THS  French  spoliation  cases  relating  to  the  vessel  schooner 
Hops,  Joseph  Ttler,  master 

Dbcbmbsb  5,  1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

pirinted 


Court  of  Claims, 
Washington,  D.  C,  December  4y  1907, 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit  here- 
with the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885,  in 
the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  findings  by  the 
court  relating  to  the  vessel  schooner  Eo'pe,  Joseph  Tyler,  master. 
I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


Poort  of  Claims.    French  spoliations.    Act  of  January  20, 1885;  23  Stat.  L.,  283.    Vol.  1,  Supplement 

to  R.  S.,  2a  ed.,  471.    Vessel  schooner  Hope,  Joseph  Tyler,  master.] 
Mo.  of 
eaae.  Claimant. 

3098.    Gharlee  W.  Mores,  administrator  of  Joseph  Tyler,  v.  The  United  States. 

This  case  was  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  2l8t  day  of  October,  1907. 

The  claimant  was  represented  by  Amos  Noyes,  and  the  United  States,  defend- 
ants, by  the  Attorney-General,  through  his  assistant  in  the  Department  of  Justice, 
John  W.  Trainer,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney-General  J.  A,  Van  Orsdel. 

CONCLUSION   OF  LAW. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  considering  the  same,  decides  that  the 
claim  herein  arose  subsequent  to  the  conclusion  of  the  treaty  between  the  United 
Sutes  and  France  on  the  30th  day  of  September,  1800;  that  it  was  not  included  in 
the  private  claims  relinquished  under  the  second  article  of  said  treaty,  and  that  the 
court  has  no  jurisdiction  thereof  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885  (23  Stat.  L..  283). 

By  the  Court. 

Pfled  October  28,  1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Teet  this  14th  day  of  November,  1907. 

[seal.]  John  Randolph, 

Asnstant  Clerk  Court  of  Clidms. 

o 


^st^^Arn^}  HOUSE  OF  REPBBSEaTTATIVES  |DoCTmBNi 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  8CHOONEB  HANNAH 

Letter  from    the    assistant    clebk   6r  the    Court   or  Claims 

TRANSMTTTINO  A    COPY    OF    THE  CONCLUSION  OF  LAW  AND    OF    FACT    IN 

THE  French  spoliation  cases  relatino  to  the  vessel  schooner 
Hannah,  Benjamin  Diohton,  master 

December  5,  1907.— Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed 


Court  of  Claims, 
Washington,  D.  C,  December  4, 1907. 
Sm:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit  her^ 
with  the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885,  in 
the  French  spoUation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  findings  by  the 
court  relating  to  the  vessel  schooner  Hannah,  Benjamin  Dighton, 
master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  (he  House  of  Representatives. 


[Court  of  Cl&ini8.    French  spoliations.    Act  of  January  20.  1885;  23  Stat.  L.,  283.    Vol.  L  SupptomBBt 

to  R.  8.,  2d  ed.,  471.    Vessel  schooner  Hannah,  Benjamin  Dighton,  master.] 
No.  of 
case.  Claimants. 

51.    William  Gray,  administrator  of  William  Gray,  v.  The  United  States. 
2321.    Edward  E.  Bourne,  administrator  of  Jacob  Fisher,  v.  The  United  States. 

Stephen  F.  Fairfield,  administrator  of  William  Taylor,  v.  The  United  States. 

These  cases  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  21st  day  of  October.  1907. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  Charles  W.  Claggett  and  Edwin  B.  Smith,  and 
the  United  States,  defendants,  by  the  Attorney-General,  through  his  assistant  in 
the  Department  of  Justice,  John  W.  Trainer,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney- 
General  J.  A.  Van  Orsdel. 

CONCLUSION   OP  LAW. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  considering  the  same,  decide  that  the  claims 
herein  arose  subsequent  to  the  conclusion  of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States 
and  France  on  the  30th  day  of  September,  1800;  that  they  were  net  included  in  the 
private  claims  relinquished  under  the  second  article  of  said  treaty,  and  that  the 
court  has  no  jurisdiction  thereof  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885  (23  Stat.  L.,  283). 

By  the  Court. 
Filed  October  28,  1907. 
A  true  copy. 

Test  this  14th  day  of  November,  1907. 
[sBAL.]  John  Randolph, 

Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 


^^!^S^}  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  {  ^^lOO*^ 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  SCHOONEK  FOUR  BROTHERS 

LSTTBR    TROM    THB     ASSISTAMT    ClBRK    OF    THE     GOURT    OF    CLAIMS, 
TRAN8MITTINO    A    COFT  OF    THB  CONCLUSIONS  OF  LAW  AND    OF  FACT  IN 

THB  French  spoliation  cases  relating  to  the  vessel  schooner 
Four  Brothers,  Thomas  Eastman,  master 

Dkcbmbxb  5,  1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed 


Court  of  Claims, 
WashingtoUj  D.  C.j  December  4, 1907. 
Sm:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit  here- 
with the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885,  in 
the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  findings  by  the 
court  relating  to  the  vessel  schooner  Four  Brothers,  Thomas  Eastman, 
master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Cleric  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  (he  House  of  Representatives. 


iCoQit  of  Gaims.    French  spoliations.    Act  of  January  20, 1885;  23  Stat.  L.,  283.    Vol.  1.  Sopplemfliit 
to  R.  8.,  2d  £d.,  471.    Vessel,  schooner  Four  Brothers,  Thomas  Eastman,  master.] 

No.  of 

eaae.  Claimant. 

840.    Charles  W.  Lons:,  administrator  of  Nathan  Long,  v.  The  United  States. 

This  case  was  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  2l8t  day  of  October,  1907. 

The  claimant  was  represented  bv  Amos  Noyes,  and  the  United  States,  defendants, 
by  the  Attomey-<General,  through  his  assistant  in  the  Department  of  Justice,  John 
^ .  Trainer,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney-General  J.  A.  Van  Orsdel. 

CONCLUSION   OP  LAW. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  considering  the  same,  decides  that  the  claim 
herein  arose  subsequent  to  the  conclusion  of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States 
and  France  on  the  30th  day  of  September,  1800;  that  it  was  not  included  in  the 
private  claims  relinquished  under  the  second  article  of  said  treaty;  and  that  the 
court  has  no  jiuisdiction  thereof  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885  (23  Stat.  L.,  283). 

By  THB  Court. 

Filed,  October  28,  1907. 

A  true  copy. 

TeBt  this  14th  day  of  November,  1907. 

[flXAL.]  John  Randolph, 

Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims, 


^t  ^^^ }  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  { ^<>^^^ 


FTNDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  SCHOONER  HABBIET 

LSTTER    FROM    THB     ASSISTANT    CLERK     OF    THE     CoURT    OF    CLAIMS, 
TRANSMITTING  A   COPY    OF  THE   CONCLUSIONS   OP  LAW    AND    OF   FACT    IN 

THB  French  spoliation  cases  relating  to  the  vessel  schooner 
Harriet,  Crocker,  master 

December  5,  1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed 


Court  of  Claims, 
Washington,  D.  C,  December  4, 1907. 
Sm:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit  here- 
with the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885,  in 
the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  findings  by  the 
court  relating  to  the  vessel  schooner  Harriet,  Crocker,  master. 
I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Court  of  Claims.    French  spoliations.  Act  of  January  20, 1885;  23  Stat.  L.,  283.    VoL  1,  BapsHenMBBt 

to  R.  8.,  2d  ed.,  471.  Vessel,  schooner  Harriet,  Crocker,  master.] 
No.  of 
case.  Claimant. 

3253.    John  N.  A.  Griswold,  trustee  of  the  United  Insurance  Company,  v.  The 
United  States. 

This  case  was  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  2l8t  day  of  October,  1907. 

The  claimant  was  represented  by  Curtis  &  Pickett,  and  the  United  States,  defend- 
ants, by  the  Attorney- General,  through  his  assistant  in  the  Department  of  Justice, 
Jolui  W.  Trainer,  witn  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney-General  J.  A.  Van  Oisdel. 

CONCLUSION   OP  LAW. 

The  court,  up<^)n  the  evidence,  and  after  considering  the  same,  decide  that  the  claim 
henin  was  not  included  in  the  private  claims  relinqub«hed  under  the  second  article 
of  the  tnaty  coiuhuled  between  the  United  States  and  France  on  the  30th  day  of 
September,  *1S(H):  that  it  was  a  claim  relinquished  under  the  ninth  article  of  the 
treaty  (*onelii(l<  d  between  the  United  States  and  Spain  on  the  22d  day  of  February, 
1819,  and  was  paid  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the  provisions  of  said  treaty;  and  tb.it 
the  court  has  no  jurisdiction  thereof  under  the  act  of  January'  20, 1885  (23  Stat.  L.,  283). 

By  THB  COUST. 

Filed.  Oct.. ber  28,  1907. 

A  true  cnjjy. 

T<^t  this  loth  day  of  November,  A.  D.  1907. 

[seal.]  John  Randolph, 

Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claiam, 


*^!^SS^}  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  {  Document 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  SCHOONER  MARTIN 

Lbtter    from   thb   assistant   clerk   of    the    Court   of   Claims, 

transmimno   a   copy   op  thb  conclusions  op  law  and  op  fact  in 

THB  French  spoliation  cases  relating  to  the  vessel  schooner 

Martin,  Nathaniel  Williams,  master 

DxcEMBBR  5,   1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed 


Court  of  Claims, 
Washington,  D.  C,  Decemher  4,  1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit  here- 
with the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885,  in 
the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  findings  by  the 
court  relating  to  the  vessel  schooner  Martin,  Nathaniel  Williams, 
master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives, 


[Coart  of  Claims.    French  spoliations.    Act  of  January  20, 1885;  23  Stat.  L.,  283.    Vol.  1,  Supplement 

to  R.  8.,  2d  ed.,  471.    Vessel  schooner  Martin,  Nathaniel  Williams,  master.] 
Ho.  of 
ease.  Claimant. 

3695.     Emeline  Ripley,  administrator  of  Nathaniel  Williams,  v.  The  United  States. 

This  case  was  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  21st  day  of  Octobor,  1907. 

The  claimant  was  represented  by  Edward  Lander,  and  the  United  States,  defend- 
ants, by  the  Attomev-General,  through  his  assistant  in  the  Department  of  Justice, 
John  W.  Trainer,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney-General  J.  A.  Van  Orsdel. 

CONCLUSION   OP  LAW. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  considering  the  same,  decides  that  the  claim 
herein  was  not  included  in  the  private  claims  relinquished  under  the  second  article  of 
the  treatv  concluded  between  the  United  States  and  France  on  the  30th  day  of  Sep- 
tember, 1800:  that  it  was  a  claim  relinquished  under  the  ninth  article  of  the  treaty 
concluded  between  the  United  States  and  Spain  on  the  22d  day  of  February,  1819,  and 
WB8  paid  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the  provisions  of  said  treaty;  and  that  the  court  has 
no  jurisdiction  thereof  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885  (23  Stat.  L.,  283). 

By  the  Court. 

FUed,  October  28,  1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  15th  day  of  November,  A.  D.  1907. 

[seal.]  John  Randolph, 

Assistant  Clerk  Cowrt  of  Claim$. 


^a  !s^S^ }  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  {  Document 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  BBI6  OLIVER  PEABODT 

Lettbb  fbom  the   assistant   clerk    ow    the   Court   of  Claims, 
transmrmno  a  copt  of  the  conclusions  of  law  and  of  fact  in 
THE  French  spoliation  cases  relating  to  the  vessel  brig  Ouveb 
Peabody,  Ephratm  Amazeen,  master 

December  5,  1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed 


Court  of  Claims, 
Washingtorty  D.  (7.,  December  4, 1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit  here- 
with the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885,  in 
the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  findings  by  the 
court  relating  to  the  vessel  brig  Oliver  Peabody,  Ephraim  Amazeen^ 
master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Cleric  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  BepreserUatives. 


[Court  of  Claims.    Fronch  spoliations.    Act  of  January  20,  1885;  23  Stat.  L.,  283.    Vol.  1,  Supplement 
to  R.  S.,  2d  ed.,  471.    Vessel  brig  Oliver  Peabody,  Ephraim  Amazeen.  master.] 

No.  of 
case.  Claimants. 

213G.     Frederick  P.  Jones,  administrator  of  Martin  Parry,  v.  The  United  States. 
4144.     Charles  C.  IToyt.  administrator  of  Samuel  Chamberlain,  v.  The  United  States. 
5407.     David  G.  llaskins,  administrator  of  John  T.  Oilman,  v.  The  United  States. 

Those  cases  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  21st  day  of  October,  1907. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  A.  II.  Cragin  and  J.  S.  Blair,  and  the  United 
States,  defendant,  by  the  Attoniey-Oeneral,  ihrouj^li  liis  assistant  in  the  Dei>art- 
ment  of  Justice,  John  W.  Trainer,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney-General  J.  A. 
Van  Orsdel. 

CONCLUSION    OF   LAW. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  considering?  the  same,  decide  that  the  claims 
herein  arose  subsequent  to  the  conclu.<'i(m  of  thi*  treaty  l)etween  the  United  States 
and  France  on  the  30th  day  of  September,  1800:  that  tliey  were  not  included  in  the 
private  claims  relinquished  under  the  second  ariich*  of  said  treaty;  and  that  the 
court  has  no  jurisdiction  thereof  under  the  act  of  Januar>'  20,  1885  (23  Stat.  L.,  283). 

By  thb  Coubt. 

Filed,  October  28,  1907. 

A  tnie  copy. 

Test  this  14th  day  of  November,  1907. 

[SEAX.]  John  Randolph, 

Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 

o 


*^!^Sr"}  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  {  ^^^^^4"^ 


FOTDINGS  TS  CASE  OF  BRIG  HERO 

LSTTBB    FROM     THB     ABSI8TANT     CLBBK    OJT    THS     GOUBT    OF    CLAIMS, 

TBANSMTrriNO     A    OOFT  OF  THB  CONCLUSIONS  OF    LAW  AND  OF  FACT  IN 

THB  FbBNCH  SPOLIATION    CASBS  RBLATINO  TO  THB   VBSSEL  BRIO  HsBO, 

StBPHBN  WeBSTBB,  MASTER 

Dkcbmbbb  5,  1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed 


Court  of  Claims, 
WasTiingtony  D,  C,  December  4, 1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit  here- 
with the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885,  in 
the  French  spohation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  findings  by  the 
court  relating  to  the  vessel  brig  Hero,  Stephen  Webster,  master. 
I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


fCoart  of  CUlms.    Frendi  spoliatioiM.    Act  of  January  20, 1885;  23  Stat.  L.,  283.    Vol.  1,  Supplement 

>>  R.  8.,  3a  Ed.*  471.    Vessel  brig  Hero,  Stephen  Webster,  master.] 
No.ol( 

Claimants. 


325.     Greorge  Turner,  adminifltrator  of  Stephen  Webster,  v.  The  United  States. 
4094.    ZacheuB  P.  Thurlow,  adminifltrator  of  Paul  Thurlow,  1;.  The  United  States. 
4360.    Joseph  W.  Thompson,  administrator  of  David  Coffin,  v.  The  United  States. 

These  cases  were  tried  by  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  21st  day  of  October,  1907. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  Wm.  T.  S.  Curtis,  Amos  Noyes,  and  J.  W.  But- 
terfield,  and  the  United  States,  defendants,  by  the  Attorney-General,  through  his 
asBistant  in  the  Department  of  Justice,  John  W.  Trainer,  with  whom  was  Assistant 
Attorney-General  J.  A.  Van  OnKlel. 

CONCLUSION  or  LAW. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  considering  the  same,  decide  that  the  claims 
herein  arose  subsequent  to  the  conclusion  of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States 
and  France  on  the  30th  day  of  September,  1800;  that  tncy  were  not  included  in  the 
private  claims  relinquished  under  the  second  article  of  said  treaty;  and  that  the 
oouit  has  no  jurisdiction  thereof  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885  (23  Stat.  L.,  283). 

By  THB  Court. 

FQed  October  28, 1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  14th  day  of  November,  1907. 

[sxAi..]  John  Randolph, 

Assistant  Ckrk  Court  0/  Claims. 

o 
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^Ut  ^^^^ }  HOUSE  OF  BEPRE8ENTATIVES  { ^^^^ 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  BRIG  SALLY 

Lbttbr   from   the  assistant   clbrk  of  thb    Court    of   Claims 

transmimno  a  copy  of  thb  conclusions  of  law  and  of  fact  in 

THB  French  spouation  cases  relating  to  the  vessel  brio  Sallt, 

Anthony  Stow,  master 

December  6,  1907. — ^Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed 


Court  of  Claims, 
Wdshington,  D.  C,  December  4,  1907. 
Sm:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit  here- 
with the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885,  in 
the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  findings  by  the 
court  relating  to  the  vessel  brig  Sally ,  Anthony  Stow,  master. 
I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  RepreserUatives. 


[Court  of  Claims.    French  spoliations.    Act  of  January  20,  1S85;  23  Stat.  L.,  283.    V6L  1,  Supplement 
to  R.  S.,  2(1  ed.,  471.    Vessel  brig  Sally,  Anthony  Stow,  master.] 

No.  of 

case.  Claimants. 

1747.    George  G.  Sill,  administrator  of  Charles  Pond,  r.  The  United  States. 
2911.    The  New  Haven  Insurance  Company  v.  The  United  States. 

These  cases  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  21st  day  of  October,  1907. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  George  A.  Sill  and  A.  A.  Cragin,  and  the 
United  States,  defendants,  by  the  Attorney-General,  through  his  assistant  in  ,the 
Department  of  Justice,  John  W.  Trainer,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney-General 
J.  A.  Van  Orsdel 

CONCLUSION   OP  LAW. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  considering  the  same,  decide  that  the  claims 
herein  amse  subsequent  to  the  conclusion  of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States 
and  France  on  the  30th  day  of  September,  1800;  that  tliey  were  not  included  in  the 
private  claims  relinquished  under  the  second  article  of  said  treaty;  and  that  the 
court  has  no  jurisdiction  thereof  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885  (23  Stat.  L.,  283). 

By  thb  CouET. 

Filed  October  28,  1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  14th  day  of  November,  1907. 

[sBAL.]  John  Randolph, 

Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claimg. 

o 


^^!&Sk!r"}  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  {  ^°^106^^' 


FTNDINGS  or  CASE  OF  BRIG  MOSES  MYERS 

Lbtter  fbom  thb  assistant  clerk  of  the  Court  of  Claims  trans- 

mittino  a  copy  of  thb  conclusions  of  law  and  of  fact  in  thb 

French  spouation   cases   relating  to   the   vessel   brig  Moses 

Myers,  Henry  Conway,  master 

Dkcember  5,  1907. — Referred  to  the   Committee   on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed 


Court  of  Claims, 
WdsMngton,  D,  C,  December  4, 1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit  here- 
with the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885,  in 
the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  findings  by  the 
court  relating  to  the  vessel  brig  Moses  Myers,  Henry  Conway,  master. 
I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Cleric  Court  of  Claints. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Court  of  CUiniB.    Freocfa  spoliations.    Act  of  January  20, 1885;  23  Stat.  L.,  283.    Vol.  1,  Supplement 

to  R.  8.,  2d  ed.,  471.    Vessel  biig  Moses  Myers,  llenry  Conway,  master.] 
Mo.  of 
OAae.  Claimants. 

3226.    John  N.  A.  Griswold,  trustee  of  the  United  Insurance  Company,  v.  The  United 

States. 
4030.    J.  L.  Hubard,  administrator  of  William  Pennock,  v.  The  United  States. 

These  cases  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  2lBt  day  of  October,  1907. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  Curtis  &  Pickett,  and  Simon  Lyon,  and  the 
United  States,  defendants,  by  the  Attorney-General,  through  his  assistant  in  the 
Department  of  Justice,  John  W.  Trainer,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney-General 
J.  A.  Van  Orsdel. 

CONCLUSION  OP  LAW. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  considering  the  same,  decide  that  the  claims 
herein  arose  subsequent  to  the  conclusion  of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States 
and  France  on  the  30th  day  of  September,  1800;  that  they  were  not  included  in  the 
private  claims  relinquished  under  the  second  article  of  said  treaty;  and  that  the 
court  has  no  jurisdiction  thereof  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885  (23  Stat.  L.,  283). 

By  the  Coukt. 

FOed  October  28, 1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  14th  day  of  November,  1907. 

[sBAi^]  John  Randolph, 

Amstant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 


^^^Sr^}  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  {  ^^^^^^T*" 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  BBIG  POLLY  AND  FANNY 

Lbtter    from    the    assistant   clbrk   of  thx   Gottbt   of   Claims 

transmittino  a  coft  of  the  conclusion  of  law  and  of  fact  in 

THE    French    spoliation    cases    relating   to    the    vessel    brio 

PoLLT  and  Fannt,  Wiluam  McNeill,  master 

December  5,  1907.— Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed 


Court  of  Claims, 
Washington,  D.  C,  December  4, 1907. 
Sm:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit  here- 
with the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885,  in 
the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  findings  by  the 
court  relating  to  the  vessel  brig  PoUy  and  Fanny,  William  McNeill, 
master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  'Rakdolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Court  of  Claims.    French  spoliations.    Act  of  January  20, 1886;  23  Stat.  L.,  283.    VoL  1,  SuindflaMnt 

to  R.  8.,  2d  ed.,  471.    Vessel  brig  Potty  and -Panny,  WiUiam  McNcUl,  marter.] 
No.  of 
case.  Claimants. 

1203.    Charlee  F.  Adama,  administrator  of  Peter  C.  Brooks,  v.  The  United  States. 

1302.    The  President  and  Directors  of  the  Insurance  Company  of  NorUi  America  •. 
The  United  States. 

2255.    Henry  W.  Blagge  and  Susan  6.  Samuels,  administrators  of  Crowell  Hatch,  «. 
The  United  States. 

2919.    The  New  Haven  Insurance  Company  v.  The  United  States. 

4943.    Simon  Tomlinson,  administrator  of  Samuel  and  Abijah  Hull,  William  Mans- 
field, and  Liberty  Kimberly,  v.  The  United  States. 
Maria  L.  Seymour,  administratrix  of  Sheldon  Curtis,  v.  The  United  States. 
John  F.  Plumb,  administrator  of  John  Humphreys,  v.  The  United  States. 

These  cases  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  2l8t  day  of  October,  1907. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  Curtis  &  Pickett,  J.  Bayard  Henry,  and  A.  H. 
Cragin,  and  the  United  States,  defendants,  bv  the  Attorney-General,  through  his 
assistant  in  the  Department  of  Justice,  John  W.  Trainer,  with  whom  was  Assistant 
Attorney-General  J.  A.  Van  Orsdel. 

CONCLUSION  OF  LAW, 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  considering  the  same,  decide  that  the 
claims  herein  arose  subsequent  to  the  conclusion  of  the  treaty  between  the  United 
States  and  France  on  the  30th  day  of  September,  1800;  that  they  were  not  included  in 
the  private  claims  relinquished  under  the  second  article  of  said  treaty,  and  that  the 
court  has  no  jurisdiction  thereof  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885  (^  Stat.  L.,  283). 

By  thb  Coma. 

Filed  October  28,  1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Tept  this  14th  day  of  November,  1907. 

[seal.]  John  Randolph, 

AuUtarU  Clerk  Court  of  dnmt. 

0 


^^S^^}  HOUSE  OP  REPRESENTATIVES  |  Document 


FINDINGS  Df  CASE  OF  BRIG  ONTARIO 

LbTTBR      from     THB    A88I8TANT     CLERK    OF     THE    GOURT     OF     CLAIMS 
TRANSMmiNG   A   COFT   OF  THE    CONCLUSIONS   OF   LAW    AND   OF  FACT  IN 

THE    French    spollation    cases    relating    to   the  vessel    brio 
Ontario,  James  Humphreys,  master 

Dbckmber  5,  1907. — ^Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed 


Court  of  Claims, 
Washington,  D.  C,  December  4, 1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit  here- 
with the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  Ji  nuary  20,  1885,  in 
the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  findings  by  the 
court  relating  to  the  vessel  brig  Ontario,  James  Humphreys,  master. 
I  am,  very  respectfully,  yoxirs,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Cleric  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

SpeaJcer  of  (he  House  of  Representatives. 


Court  of  GbOins.    Frandi  spoliationfl.    Act  of  Jannary  20, 1885;  23  Stat.  L.,  283.    Vol.  1,  Sapplemflnt 
to  R.  8.,  2d  cd.,  471.    Vessel  brig  Ontario,  James  Humphreys,  master.] 

No.  of 

mm.  Claimants. 

2918.    The  New  Haven  Insurance  Company  v.  The  United  States. 
i944.    Simon  Tomlinson,  administrator  of  Ssunuel  and  Abijah  Hull,  William  Mans- 
ficdd,  Russell  Tomlinson,  and  Liberty  Kimberly,  v.  The  United  States. 
Maria  L.  Seymour,  administratrix  of  Sheldon  Curtis,  v.  The  United  States. 
John  F.  Plumb,  aoministrator  of  John  and  James  Humphreys,  v.  The  United 

States. 
EUen  L.  Engles,  administratrix  of  Leman  Stone,  v.  The  United  States. 

These  cases  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  2l8t  day  of  October,  1907. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  A.  H.  Cmgin  and  the  United  States,  defend- 
ants, by  the  Attomev-General,  through  his  assistant  in  the  Department  of  Justice 
John  W.  Trainer,  witn  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney-General  J.  A.  Van  Orsdel. 

CONCLUSION  OP  LAW. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  considering  the  same,  decides  that  the 
daims  herein  arose  subsequent  to  the  conclusion  of  the  treaty  between  the  United 
States  and  France  on  the  30th  day  of  September,  1800;  that  they  were  not  included  in 
tile  private  daims  relinquished  under  the  second  article  of  said  treaty,  and  that  the 
court  has  no  jurisdiction  thereof  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885  (23  Stat.  L.,  283). 

By  THB  COUBT. 

Faed  October  28, 1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  14th  day  of  November,  1907. 

(8KAL.J  John  Randolph, 

Asnstant  Clerk  Court  of  Clidmt. 


^^!s^S^}  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  f  Document 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  BRIG  HOPE 

Letter    from    the    assistant   clerk   of   the    Court   or   Claims 

TRANSMITTING  A  COPY    OF    THE  CONCLUSIONS  OF  LAW  AND  OF  FACT    IN 

THE  French  spoliation  cases  relating  to  the  vessel  brig  Hope, 
Joseph  Bright,  master 

December  5,  1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  of  Claims, 
Wdshington,  D.  (7.,  December  4, 1907. 
Sm:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit  here- 
with the  conclusions  of  fact  and  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January 
20,  1885,  in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  find- 
ings by  the  court  relating  to  the  vessel  brig  Hope,  Joseph  Bright, 
master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Cleric  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Spealcer  of(ke  House  of  Representatives. 


ICouit  of  GUimi.    Frtnch  spoliations.    Act  of  January  20,  1885;  23  Stat.  L.,  283.    Vol.  1,  Supplement 

to  R.  8.,  ad  ed.,  47L    Vessel  brig  Hope,  Joseph  Bright,  master.] 
No.  of 
case.  daimant. 

805.  The  President  and  Directors  of  the  Insurance  Company  of  North  America  v. 
The  United  States. 

1349.  Francis  A.  Lewis  et  al.,  administrators  of  Peter  Blight  et  al.,  v.  The  United 
States. 

1832.  E.  Francis  Riggs.  administrator  of  James  Lawrason,  deceased,  surviving  part- 
ner of  Shreve  &  Lawrason,  v.  The  United  States. 

2130.  Lawrence  Stabler,  administrator  of  William  Hartshome,  deceased,  remaining 
partner  of  William  Hartshome  &  Sons,  v.  The  United  States. 

2828.  William  C.  Hill,  surviving  executor  of  William  W.  Corcoran- James  M.  John- 
ston, surviving  administrator  of  George  W.  Riggs;  and  Robert  S.  Chew, 
administrator  of  Richard  Smith,  v.  The  United  States. 

4385.  Julian  T.  Burke,  administrator  of  George  Taylor,  deceased,  v.  The  United 
States. 

PBBLIMINART  STATEMENT. 

These  cases  werejtried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  20th  day  of  March,  1907. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  William  T.  S.  Curtis,  Theodore  J.  Pickett, 
John  St.  C.  Brookes,  and  Thomas  Stokes,  and  The  United  States,  defendants,  b>r  the 
Attorney-General,  through  his  assistant  in  the  Department  of  Justice,  John  W.  Trainer, 
esq.,  with  whom  wti  AwMtant  Attorney-General  J.  A.  Van  Orsdel. 


BRIG   HOPE. 


CONCLUSIONS  OF  FACT. 


The  coiirt,  upon  the  evidence  and  after  hearing  the  arguments  and  consideiing  the 
same  with  the  oriefs  of  counsel  on  each  side,  determine  the  facts  to  be  as  follows: 

I.  The  brig  Hope,  Joseph  Bright,  master,  sailed  on  a  commercial  voyage  on  or 
about  May  19, 1797,  from  Alexandria,  Va.,  bound  for  Martinico  and  St.  Croix.  Whfle 
peacefully  pursuing  said  voyage  she  was  captured  on  the  high  seas  June  22, 1797,  by 
the  French  privateer  Le  Panohurf  Captain  Gariscan,  and  carried  into  Jacc[mel,  His- 
paniola.  On  July  6, 1797,  the  vessel  and  cargo  were  condemned  as  good  prize  by  the 
Conmiission  of  the  French  Government  sitting  at  Cape  Francois. 

The  sole  ground  of  condemnation,  as  stated  in  the  decree,  was  as  follows: 
"That  the  vessel  was  bound  for  Martinico,  whidi  island  had  been  declared  by  a 
decree  of  the  Conmiission  to  be  in  a. state  of  siege.'' 

II.  The  Hope  was  a  duly  registered  vessel  of  me  United  States,  of  160  tons  burthen, 
built  at  Falmouth,  Mass.,  in  1783,  and  owned  by  the  firm  of  Shreve  &  Lawrason,  com- 
posed of  Benjamin  Shreve  and  James  Lawrason;  the  firm  of  William  Hartshome  A 
Sonp,  composed  of  William  Hartshome,  William  Hartshome,  jr.,  and  Mordecai  Miller; 
George  Slacum  and  Abram  Hewes,  in  tne  followingproportions:  The  firm  of  Slureve  A 
Lawrason,  one-sixth  part;  the  firm  of  William  Hartshome  &  Sons,  one-half  part; 
George  Slacum,  one-sixth  part;  and  Abram  Hewes,  one-sixth  part.  All  of  said  per^ 
sons  were  citizens  of  the  United  States  and  residents  of  Alexandria,  Va. 

III.  The  cargo  of  the  Hope  at  the  time  of  seizure  consisted  of  flour,  crackers,  and 
shingles,  and  was  owned  by  Edward  Dunant,  Joshua  Gilpin,  and  Mordecai  Miller, 
all  citizens  of  the  United  States. 

IV.  The  losses  by  reason  of  the  capture  and  conde  nnation  were  as  follows: 

Value  of  vessel $4, 000. 00 

Freight  earnings 2, 690. 00 

Value  of  cargo  (to  amount  of  insurance  paid) 11, 562. 52 

Premium  of  insurance  paid  on  vessel  and  freight 64. 50 

Amounting  in  all  to 18, 307.02 

'  V.  The  loss  to  Shreve  &  Lawrason  was  as  follows: 

One-sixth  value  of  vessel $666. 67 

One-sixth  value  of  freight  earnings 448.  S^ 

Premium  of  insurance  paid 64. 0^ 

Amounting  in  all  to 1, 179. 50 

Deduct  insurance  received 430. 00 

Net  loss 749.50 

The  loss  to  William  Hartshome  &  Sons  was  as  follows: 

One-half  value  of  vessel $2, 000. 00 

One-half  value  of  freight  earnings 1, 345. 00 

Net  loss 3,345.00 

VI.  The  firm  of  Shreve  &  Lawrason  effected  insurance  on  the  vessel  and  freight  in 
the  sum  of  $430,  of  which  amount  George  Taylor  assumed  $125,  being  insurance  on  the 
vessel.  Thereafter  the  firm  of  Shreve  &  Lawrason  received  the  sum  of  $430,  being  in 
full  for  a  total  loss  as  aforesaid. 

Mav24, 1797,  Edward  Dunant,  for  himself  and  Joshua  Gilpin,  effected  insurance  in 
the  oflfice  of  the  Insurance  Company  of  North  America  on  the  cargo  in  the  sum  of  $6,000 
payine  therefor  a  premium  of  12i  per  cent.  Thereafter  said  insurance  company  duly 
paid  tne  said  assured  the  sum  of  $5,917.52,  being  in  full  for  a  total  loss,  less  certain 
charges. 

May  24.  1797,  Edward  Dunant,  for  himself  and  Joshua  Gilpin,  effe<*ted  through  the 
office  of  Shoemaker  &  Berrett  insurance  on  the  cargo,  but  no  proof  is  made  that  pay- 
ment of  the  above  policy  was  made,  either  by  ttie  underwriters  or  by  Shoemaktf  A 
Berrett  as  their  agents. 

May  24,  1797,  Edward  Dunant,  for  himself  and  Joshua  Gilpin,  effected  insuiance, 
through  the  ofhce  of  Wharton  &  Lewis,  on  the  cargo  in  the  sum  of  $5,750.  paying  tiiere* 
for  a  premium  of  12}  per  cent,  said  policy  being  underwritten  by  the  following-named 
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peraons,  who,  as  &r  as  they  appear  in  court,  are  citizens  of  the  United  States,  each  in 
the  sum  set  opposite  his  name,  respectively: 


Thomas  &  John  Clifford |500 

John  G.  Wachsmuth 500 

Abijah  Dawes 400 

James  Crawford  &  Co 500 

Charles  Pettit 850 


Peter  Blight $500 

fiemuel  Blodgett 500 

Thomas  Murgatroyd 500 

JohnLeamy 500 

Thomas  &  Eli  Canby 500 

John  Savage 500 

Thereafter  WTiarton  &  Lewis,  as  agents  for  the  iinderwritors,  paid  to  said  assured 
the  sum  of  $5,635,  being  in  full  for  a  total  loss  on  the  above  policy,  less  an  abatement 
ol  2  per  cent,  being  a  loss  to  said  underwriters  of  98  per  cent  of  the  amount  underwritten 
by  tnem,  respectively. 

About  July,  1831,  said  Geoige  Taylor,  being  unable  to  pay  his  debts  in  full,  executed 
an  assignment  to  the  president,  directors,  and  company  of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States, 
a  corporation  chartered  by  act  of  Conwess  approved  the  10th  day  of  April,  1816,  "his 
claims  against  the  Government  of  the  United  States  for  French  spoliations  committed 
prior  to  the  treaty  of  the  30th  September,  1800,"  a  schedule  of  which  was  attached, 
and  included  "claims  as  underwnter."  Said  assignment  was  to  the  use  of  the  several 
parties  named,  in  payment  and  discharge  of  their  respective  demands  against  him,  and 
m  proportion  thereto,  as  follows: 

Bank  of  the  United  States $5, 870. 05 

Bank  of  Alexandria 900.00 

Bank  of  Potomac ,  say 750. 00 

Indorser,  N[athanielJ  W[attles[ 4, 500. 00 

John  Corse 350.00 


Total 12,370.05 

Subsequently,  to  wit,  March  2,  1836,  said  Bank  of  the  United  States,  chartered  by 
act  of  Congress,  as  aforesaid,  assigned  and  transferred,  among  other  property,  to  the 
bulk  of  the  same  name,  chartered  by  an  act  of  assembly  of  the  Commonwealth  of 
Pennsylvania,  the  said  claim  of  said  Bank  of  the  United  States,  chartered  by  act  of 
Congress,  as  aforesaid,  against  the  said  George  Taylor,  and  said  spoliation  claims  of 
said  Taylor,  then  held  by  said  Bank  of  the  United  States,  chartered  oy  act  of  Congress,, 
as  collateral  security  for  the  said  Taylor's  debt,  as  aforesaid. 

SubsequenUy.  to  wit.  May  1,  1841,  said  Bank  of  the  United  States,  chartered  by  act 
ol  aawmbly  of  the  Commonwealth  of  Pennsylvania,  as  aforesaid,  assigned  and  trans- 


ferred, among  other  property,  to  James  Dimdas,  Mordecai  D.  Louis  (Lewis).  Samuel 
W.  Jones,  Robert  L.  Pitfield,  and  Robert  Howell  the  said  claim  of  said  Bank  of  the 
United  States,  chartered  by  act  of  Congress,  against  the  said  George  Taylor,  and  said 
ipcdiation  claims  of  said  George  Taylor,  then  held  by  said  Bank  of  the  United  States, 
cnartered  by  act  of  Congress,  as  collateral  security  for  the  said  Taylor's  debt,  as 
aforesaid. 

Subsequently,  to  wit,  August  29,  1846,  said  James  Dimdas,  Mordecai  D.  Louis 
(Lewis).  Samuel  W.  Jones,  Robert  L.  Pitfield,  and  Robert  Howell,  by  deed,  assigned 
and  transferred  to  said  William  W.  Corcoran  said  claim  against  George  Taylor  for 
15.870.05.  together  with  said  collateral  security. 

AlUiough  said  claim  against  said  Geoige  Taylor,  and  said  claim  of  said  George  Tay- 
lor a^nst  the  United  States,  before  referred  to,  were  assigned  and  transferred  to  said 
William  W.  Corcoran,  in  severalty,  the  consideration  paid  to  the  said  James  Dundas. 
Mordecai  D.  Louis  (Lewis),  Samuel  W.  Jones,  Robert  L.  Pitfield,  and  Robert  Howell 
for  the  assignments  and  transfers  aforesaid,  was  contributed  equally  by  said  William 
W.  Corcoran.  Geoige  W.  Riggs,  uid  Richard  Smith,  under  an  agreement  existing 
between  them  that  the  money  or  property  transferred  by  virtue  of  said  assignments, 
ihonld  be  divided  eaually  between  the  three  persons  named,  and  all  property  thus  far 
recovered  under  saia  assignments  and  transfers  has  been  so  divided. 

The  firm  of  Shreve  and  Lawrason  was  composed  solely  of  Benjamin  Shreve  and  James 
Lawrason;  said  James  Lawrason  was  the  surviving  partner  of  the  firm. 

The  firm  of  William  Hartshome  &  Sons  was  composed  solely  of  William  Hartshome, 
William  Hartshome,  jr.,  and  Mordecai  Miller;  said  William  Hartshome  was  the  re- 
maining partner. 

The  firm  of  James  Chrawford  &  CSo.  was  composed  solely  of  James  Crawford  and 
William  Rusk;  said  James  Crawford  was  the  surviving  partner  of  the  firm. 

The  firm  of  Thomas  &  John  Clifford  was  composed  solely  of  Thomas  Clifford  and 
J<din  Clifford;  said  John  Clifford  was  the  surviving  partner  of  the  firm. 

The  Insurance  Company  of  North  America  was  and  is  duly  incorporated  under  the 
kwB  ol  the  State  of  Pennsylvania. 
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The  claimants  have  produced  letters  of  administration  on  the  estates  of  the  parties 
for  whom  they  appear,  and  have  otherwise  proved  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  court  that 
the  persons  for  wnose  estates  they  have  filed  claims  are  in  fact  the  same  persons  who 
suffered  loss  by  reason  of  the  seizure  and  condemnation  of  the  brig  Hope,  as  set  forth 
in  the  preceding  findings. 

Said  claims  were  not  embraced  in  the  convention  between  the  United  States  and 
the  Republic  of  France  conclude  on  the  30th  of  April,  1803.  They  were  not  claims 
growing  out  of  the  acts  of  France  allow^  and  paid  m  whole  or  in  part  under  the  pro- 
visions of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States  and  Spain  concluded  on  the  22d  of 
February,  1819,  and  were  not  sdlowed  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the  provisions  of  the 
treaty  between  the  United  States  and  France  of  the  4th  of  July,  1831. 

The  claimants,  in  their  representative  capacity,  are  the  owners  of  said  claims, 
which  have  never  been  assigned  except  as  aforesaid. 

CONCLUSIONS  OF  LAW. 

The  court  decides  as  conclusions  of  law  that  said  seizure  and  condemnation  woe 
illegal,  and  the  owners  and  insurers  had  valid  claims  of  indemnity  therefor  upon  the 
French  Government  prior  to  the  ratification  of  the  convention  between  the  united 
States  and  the  French  Republic,  concluded  on  the  30th  day  of  September,  1800;  that 
said  claims  were  relinquished  to  France  by  the  Government  of  the  United  States  by 
said  treaty  in  part  consideration  of  the  relinquishment  of  certain  national  claims  of 
France  against  the  United  States;  and  t^t  the  claimants  are  entitled  to  the  following 
smns  from  the  United  States: 

E.  Francis  Riggs,  administrator  of  James  Lawrason,  deceased,  surviving 
partner  of  Shreve  &  Lawrason,  seven  hundred  and  forty-nine  dollars  and 
fifty  cents $749.50 

Lawrence  Stabler,  administrator  of  William  Hartshome,  deceased,  re- 
maining partner  of  William  Hartshome  &  Sons,  three  thousand  three 
hundred  and  forty-five  dollars 8,345.00 

D.  Fitzhugh  Savage,  administrator  of  John  Savage,  four  himdred  and 
ninety  dollars 490. 00 

Francis  A.  Lewis,  administrator  of  Peter  Blight,  four  hundred  and  ninety 
dollars 490.00 

Charles  McCafferty,  administrator  of  Samuel  Blodgett,  four  hundred  and 
ninety  dollars 490. 00 

Sarah  Learning,  administratrix  of  Thomas  Murgatroyd,  foiu*  hundred  and 
ninety  dollars 490. 00 

J.  Bayard  Henry,  administrator  of  John  Leamy,  foiu*  hundred  and  ninety 
dollars 490.00 

Francis  R.  Pemberton,  administrator  of  John  Clifford,  surviving  partner  of 
Thomas  &  John  Clifford,  foiu*  hundred  and  ninety  dollars 490. 00 

Samuel  Bell,  administrator  of  John  G.  Wachsmuth,  four  hundred  and 
ninety  dollars 490. 00 

Crawford  D.  Ilening,  administrator  of  James  Crawford,  surviving  partner 
of  James  Crawford  &  Co.,  four  hundred  and  ninety  dollars 490. 00 

Crawford  D.  Honing,  administrator  of  Abijah  Dawes,  three  hundred  and 
ninety-two  dollars 392. 00 

Henry  Fettit,  administrator  of  Charles  Pettit,  eight  hundred  and  thirty- 
three  dollars 833.00 

William  C.  Hill,  surviving  executor  of  William  W.  Corcoran,  assignee  of 
Georee  Taylor,  thirty-two  dollars  and  fifty-two  cents 82. 52 

James  M.  Johnston,  surviving  administrator  of  George  W.  Riggs,  assignee  of 
George  Taylor,  thirty-two  dollars  and  fifty-two  cents 82. 52 

Robert  S.  Chew,  administrator  of  Richard  Smith,  assignee  of  George  Taylor, 
thirty-two  dollars  and  fifty-two  cents 82. 52 

The  President  and  Directors  of  the  Insurance  Company  of  North  America, 
five  thousand  nine  hundred  and  seventeen  dollars  and  fifty-two  cents  . .    5, 917. 52 

Amounting  in  all  to  fifteen  thousand  two  hundred  and  fifty-foiu* 
dollars  and  fifty-eight  cents 15,254.58 

No  person  claiming  to  represent  Georee  Slacum,  Abram  H(»wes,  Edward  Dunant, 
Joshua  Gilpin,  James  K.  Hamilton,  or  Thomas  &  Eli  Canby  have  appeared  herein. 

No  allowance  is  made  for  the  insurance  underwritten  by  the  Insurance  Company 
of  North  America  on  the  commissions  of  the  supercargo. 


BBIG  HOPB.  5 

Ho  Ttlid  daimB  have  been  eetablished  on  behalf  of  the  estates  of  George  Rundle. 
^lomas  Leech,  Charles  Roes,  John  Simson,  Alexander  Murray,  surviving  partner  of 
Miller  A  Muzray,  John  Miller,  jr.,  Jacob  Baker,  surviving  partner  of  Baker  &  Comegys, 
and  Mark  Pnger,  jr.,  surviving  partner  of  Pragers  &  Go. 

The  car^  owners  are  not  in  court. 

The  assignment  of  Geoige  Tavlor  hereinbefore  set  forth  in  the  conclusions  of  fact, 
to  the  extent  of  the  debts  of  Nathaniel  Wattles  and  John  Corse,  for  which  he  had 
been  penonally  liable  as  surety,  and  which  assignment,  to  that  extent,  was  made  in 
lieu  of  his  personal  liabilitnr  as  such  surety,  can  not  at  this  day  be  carried  out  and 
must  be  held  to  have  &Oea.  It  would  be  inequitable,  considering  the  circumstances 
of  the  case,  to  make  any  deduction  on  that  account,  and  none  is  made. 

No  allowance  is  made  to  Julian  T.  Burke,  administrator  of  Georee  Taylor,  as  the 
assignment  of  the  latter  beyond  the  i>art  thereof  regarding  the  debts  of  Nathaniel 
Wattles  and  John  Corse,  is  held  operative  applying  to  his  own  indebtedness,  which 
has  not  yet  been  fully  extinguished. 

By  the  Court. 

FQed  May  13, 1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  30tb  day  of  November,  1907. 

John  Randolph, 

[asAi]  Asnstant  Clerk  Court  of  Clidrrn. 
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FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  BRIG  AURORA 

Lettbb  from  thb   assistant   clerk    of    the   Court    of    Claims 
'  TRANSMrmNa  a  copy  of  the  conclusions  of  law  and  of  fact  in 
THE    French   spoliation    cases    relating   to   the   vessell   brig 
Aurora,  Jambs  Phillips,  jr.,  master. 

Dbcbmbbb  5,  1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims   and  ordered  to  be 

printed 


Court  of  Claims, 
Washington,  D.  C,  December  4, 1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit  here- 
with the  conclusions  of  fact  and  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January 
20,  1885,  in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed 
findings  by  the  court  relating  to  the  vessel  brig  Auraray  James 
PhiUipS;  jr.,  master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Cleric  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  (he  House  of  Representatives, 


rOonxt  of  CUlxns.    Frenoh  q>olUtioiis.    Act  of  Jannary  20, 1885;  23  Stat.  L.,  283.    Vol.  1,  Supplement 
to  R.  8.,  3d  ad.,  471.    Brig  Aurora,  James  Phillips,  Jr.,  master.] 

No.  of 
CAM.  Claimants. 

114.  John  M.  Clinch,  administrator  of  Perez  Morton. 

2<S8.  Charles  Prurer,  administrator  of  Mark  Prager. 

316.  Charles  D.  Vasse,  administrator  of  Ambrose  Vasse. 

482.  Insurance  Compsiny  of  the  State  of  Pennsylvania. 

1073.  A.  Louis  Eakin,  a(uninistrator  of  Chandler  Price. 

1169.  Francis  A.  Lewis  ei  (d,,  administrators  of  John  Miller,  jr.,  et  al. 

1554.  Joseph  Ogden,  executor  of  Jane  Ann  Ferrers. 

1681.  Henry  E.  Young,  administrator  of  William  Craig. 

2146.  Joseph  Ogden,  executor  of  Jane  Ann  Ferrers. 

2540.  Freaerick  W.  Meeker,  administrator  of  Samuel  Meeker. 

2578.  Henry  R.  Sadler,  administrator  of  Henry  Sadler. 

28d8.  Greoige  F.  Scriba,  administrator  of  George  Scriba. 

5052.  O.  L.  Wullweber,  administrator  of  Israel  Brown. 

5278.  Jc^  L.  Rutgers,  executor  of  Nicholas  G.  Rutgers. 

5286.  The  Union  Trust  Company  of  New  York,  administrator  of  William  Ogden. 

FBXLDflNABT  0TATBMBNT. 

These  cases  were  heard  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  18th  day  of  March,  1907. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  Wm.  T.  S.  Curtis,  Theodore  J.  Pickett,  and 
TIkoiDas  Stokese,  sqs.,  and  the  United  States,  the  defendants,  by  the  Attorney-General, 
thioa^  his  assistant  in  the  Denartment  of  Justice,  John  W.  Trainer,  esq.,  with  whom 
was  htfrrf^^  Attorney-General  Josiah  A.  Van  OrsdeL 
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CONCLUSIONS  OF  FACT. 


The  court,  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  hearing  the  arguments  of  the  comiBd  and 
considering  the  same,  determine  the  facts  to  be  as  follows: 

I.  The  brig  Aurora,  James  Phillips,  jr..  master,  sailed  on  a  commercial  voyage  on  or 
about  May  16, 1799,  from  Philadelphia,  twxmd  for  San  Juan,  P.  R.  While  peacefully 
pursuing  said  voyage  she  was  captured  on  the  high  seas  June  7,  1799,  by  ine  French 
privateer  La  VtcUnrey  taken  into  San  Juan,  P.  R.,  and  condemned  as  good  prize  on 
August  2, 1799,  by  the  tribunal  of  commerce,  sitting  at  Basse  Terre,  Guadeloupe. 

The  grounds  of  condemnation  as  stated  in  uie  decree  were: 

That  the  vessel  had  no  rdle  d'^uipage. 

That  among  the  cargo  were  gooos  of  English  manufacture. 

II.  The  Aurora  was  a  duly  registered  vessel  of  the  United  States  of  90^  tons,  was 
built  at  Dighton,  Mass. ,  in  1798,  and  was  owned  by  James  Phillips,  an  American  citizen. 

III.  The  cargo  of  the  Aurora  consisted  of  brandy,  flour,  hain^  sausages,  pork,  salt, 
lard,  butter,  cheese,  almonds,  linen,  snuff,  candles,  glassware,  jewelry,  earthenware, 
furniture,  drugs,  etc.,  and  was  owned  by  Felix  Imbert,  an  American  citizen.  The 
value  of  the  cargo,  exclusive  of  premiums  of  insurance,  was  $16,037. 

IV.  The  loss  oy  reason  of  the  capture  and  condemnation  of  the  .Aurora  waa  as 
follows: 

Value  of  vessel  (to  amount  of  insurance  paid) $4,410.00 

Value  of  cargo 16,037.00 

Amounting  in  all  to 20, 447. 00 

Less  insurance  received 20»  447. 00 

V.  May  18,  1799,  James  Phillips  effected  through  the  office  of  Hoyt  <&  Tom,  in- 
surance on  the  vessel  in  the  amount  of  $4,500,  paying  therefor  a  premium  of  17|  per 
cent,  said  policy  being  underwritten  by  the  following  persons,  who,  as  far  as  they 
appear  in  court  are  citizens  of  the  United  States,  each  m  the  sum  set  opposite  his 
name,  viz: 

Henry  Sadler  &  Co $500 

William  Ogden 500 

Benjamin  Seaman  &Co 500 

John  JuhelA  Co 1,000 

Paschal  N .  Smith 250 

George  Scriba  &  Wm.  Henderson 1, 000 

Frederick  De  Peyster  &  Co 500 

Hector  Scott 250 

Thereafter  Hoyt  &  Tom,  as  agents,  duly  paid  the  said  insured  the  sum  of  $4,410, 
being  in  full  for  a  total  loss,  less  an  abatement  of  2  per  cent. 

May  14,  1799,  Felix  Imbert  effected  through  the  office  of  Shoemaker  A  Berrett, 
insurance  on  the  cargo  in  the  amount  of  $11,720  paying  therefor  a  premium  of  20 
per  cent,  said  policy  being  underwritten  by  the  following  persons,  who,  as  &r  as 
they  appear  in  court,  are  citizens  of  the  United  States,  each  in  the  sum  set  opposite 
his  name,  viz: 

John  Savage $800 

Jones  &  Clarke 1, 000 

JohnMillor,  jr 1,000 

Thomas  M  iirgatroyd  &  Sons 1, 000 

Pragers  k  Co 1,000 

Pratt  <fe  Kintzing 1,000 

Peter  Bligli t L  000 

Morgan  ct  Price 1.  000 

Jesse  Wal  n 1 ,  000 

Samuel  Meeker 800 

Philips,  Carmmond  &  Co 400 

AmbR)8e  Vasse 1, 000 

Summerl  k  Brown 720 

Thereafter  Shoemaker  &,  Berrett,  as  agents,  duly  paid  the  said  insured  the  sum  of 
$11,485.60,  being  in  full  for  a  total  loss,  less  an  abatement  of  2  per  cent. 

^tay  15,  1799,  Felix  Imbert  effected  in  the  office  of  the  Insurance  Company  of  the 
State  of  Pennsylvania  insurance  on  the  cai;^  in  the  amount  of  $10,000,  paying  thereior 
a  premium  of  25  per  cent.  Thereafter  said  insurance  company  duly  paid  the  said 
insured  the  sum  oi  $9,800,  being  in  full  for  a  total  loss,  less  an  abatement  of  2  per  ceoD^ 
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VI.  The  caigo  of  the  Aurora  was  overinsured  in  the  sum  of  $5,683,  the  true  value  of 
the  same  beinff  $16,037,  on  which  there  was  an  insurance  of  $21,720.  The  insurers  are 
therefore  entitled  to  a  recovery  of  73.835  per  cent  on  the  amount  of  their  underwritiiigs, 
respectively. 

VII.  The  firm  of  Henry  Sadler  A  Co.  was  composed  solely  of  Henry  Sadler  and  Wil- 
liam Craig.    Said  William  Craig  was  the  survivor  of  said  firm. 

The  firm  of  Benjamin  Seaman  &  Co.  was  composed  solely  of  Benjamin  Seaman,  Nich- 
olas G.  Rutgers,  Charles  L.  Ogden,  Herman  G.  Rutgers,  and  Thomas  Bibby.  Said 
Nicholas  G.  Rutgers  was  the  survivor  ot  said  firm. 

The  firm  of  George  Scriba  and  William  Henderson  was  composed  solely  of  the  psu-ties 
named.    Said  George  Scriba  was  the  survivor  of  the  firm. 

The  firm  of  Jones  a  Clarke  was  composed  solely  of  William  Jones  and  Samuel  Ciarke. 
Said  William  Jones  was  the  survivor  of  said  firm. 

The  firm  of  Thomas  Muigatroyd  &  Sons  was  composed  solely  of  Thomas  Murgatroyd,* 
Samuel  Murgatroyd,  and  Daniel  Murgatroyd.  Said  Thomas  Murgatroyd  was  the  sur- 
vivor of  the  firm. 

The  firm  of  Praters  A  Co.  was  composed  solely  of  Mark  Prager,  sr.,  Michael  Prager, 
and  Mark  Prager,  jr.  Michael  Prager  died  in  1793,  and  the  firm  was  continued  by  Mark 
Prager,  sr.,  and  Mark  Praeer,  jr.,  until  May,  1797,  when  Mark  Prager,  jr.,  withdrew, 
and  Mark  Prager,  jr.,  jointl;^  with  his  brother  John  Prager,  took  all  the  concerns  of  the 
bouse  and  continued  m  busmess  under  the  same  firm  name  of  Pragers  &  Co. 

The  firm  of  Pratt  &  Kintzing  was  composed  solely  of  Henry  Pratt  and  Abraham 
Kin t zing.    Said  Henrv  Pratt  was  the  survivor  of  said  firm. 

The  firm  of  Morgan  a  Price  was  composed  solely  of  Benjamin  Morgan  and  Chandler 
Price.    Said  Chandler  Price  was  the  survivor  of  the  firm. 

The  firm  of  Philips,  Crammond  &  Co.  was  composed  solely  of  William  Crammond,  a 
citizen  of  the  United  States,  and  Thomas  Philips,  Nathaniel  Philips,  John  Philips, 
John  Philips,  jr.,  Robert  Philips^  and  George  Pnilips,  subjects  of  Great  Britain.  It 
does  not  appear  who  was  the  survivor  of  said  firm.  No  award  is  made  herein  on  behalf 
of  said  firm. 

The  firm  of  Summerl  &  Brown  was  composed  solely  of  Joseph  Summerl  and  Isaac 
Brown.     Said  Joseph  Summerl  was  the  survivor  of  said  firm. 

The  claimants  have  produced  letters  of  administration  on  the  estates  of  the  parties 
for  whom  they  appear,  and  have  otherwise  proved  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  court  that 
the  persons  for  whose  estates  they  have  filed  claims  are  in  fact  the  same  persons  who 
suffered  loss  by  reason  of  the  seizure  and  condemnation  of  the  Aurora  as  set  forth  in 
the  preceding  findings. 

Said  claims  were  not  embraced  in  the  convention  between  the  United  States  and 
the  Republic  of  France  concluded  on  the  30th  of  April,  1803.  They  were  not  claims 
frrc»wing  out  of  the  acts  of  France  allowed  and  paid  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the  pro- 
vi.'«i<>ns  of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States  and  Spain  concluded  on  the  22d  of 
February,  1819,  and  were  not  allowed  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the  provisions  of  the 
ir«ity  between  the  United  States  and  P'rance  of  the  4th  of  July,  1831. 

The  claimants,  in  their  representative  capacity,  are  the  owners  of  said  claims  which 
have  never  been  assigned  except  as  aforesaid. 

CONCLUSIONS  OF  LAW. 

The  court  decides  as  conclusions  of  law  that  said  seizure  and  condemnation  were 
illegal,  and  the  owners  and  insurers  had  valid  claims  of  indemnity  therefor  upon  the 
French  Crovemment  prior  to  the  ratification  of  the  convention  between  the  United 
States  and  the  French  Republic,  concluded  on  the  30th  day  of  September,  1800;  that 
nid  claims  were  relinquished  to  France  by  the  Government  of  the  United  States  by 
mid  treaty  in  part  consideration  of  the  relinquishment  of  certain  national  claims  of 
France  against  the  United  States,  and  that  the  claimants  are  entitled  to  the  following 
•urns  from  the  United  States: 

Henry  E.  Young,  administrator  of  William  Craig,  surviving  partner  of  Henry 
Saaler  <&  Co.,  four  hundred  and  ninety  dollars $490.00 

George  F.  Scriba,  administrator  of  George  Scriba,  surviving  partner  of  the 
firm  of  George  Scriba  and  William  Henderson,  nine  hundred  and  eighty 
dollars 980.00 

John  L.  Rutgers,  surviving  executor  of  Nicholas  G.  Rutgers,  surviving 

Sartner  of  the  firm  of  Benjamin  Seaman  &  Co.,  four  hundred  and  ninety 
oUuB 490.00 

Union  Trust  Company  of  New  York,  administrator  of  William  Ogden,  four 
hundred  and  ninety  dollars 490.00 
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D.  Fitzhugh  Savage,  administrator  of  John  Savage,  five  hundred  and 
ninety  dollars  and  sixty-eight  cents $590.68 

Charlotte  F.  Smith,  administratrix  of  William  Jones,  surviving  partner  of 
Jones  &  Clarke,  seven  hundred  and  thirty-eight  dollars  and  thirty-six 
cents 738.36 

Francis  D.  Lewis,  administrator  of  John  Miller,  jr.,  seven  hundred  and 
thirty-eight  dollars  and  thirty-six  cents 738. 36 

Sarah  Leaming,  administratrix  of  Thomas  Murgatroyd,  surviving  partner  of 
Thomas  Miu^troyd  &  Sons,  seven  himdred  and  thirty-eight  dollars  and 
thirty-six  cents 738. 36 

Charles  Prager,  administrator  of  Mark  Prager,  jr.,  siu^iving  partner  of 
Pragers  &  Co.,  seven  hundred  and  thirty-eight  dollars  and  thirty-five 
cents , 738.35 

yilliam  D.  Squires,  administrator  of  Henry  Pratt,  surviving  partner  of 
Pratt  &  Kintzing,  seven  hundred  and  thirty-eight  dollars  and  thirty-five 
cents  r 738. 35 

Francis  D.  Lewis,  administrator  of  Peter  Blight,  seven  hundred  and  thirty- 
eight  dollars  and  thirty-five  cents 738. 35 

A.  Louis  Eakin,  administrator  of  Chandler  Price,  surviving  partner  of 
Mt)rgan  &  Price,  seven  hundred  and  thirty-eight  dollars  and  thirty-five 
cents 738. 35 

William  Brooke-Rawle,  administrator  of  Jesse  Wain,  seven  hundred  and 
thirty-eight  dollars  and  thirty-five  cents 738. 35 

Frederick  W.  Meeker,  administrator  of  Samuel  Meeker,  five  hundred  and 
ninety  dollars  and  sixty-eight  cents 590. 68 

Charles  D.  Vasso,  administrator  of  Ambrose  Vasse,  seven  hundred  and 
thirty-eight  dollars  and  thirty-five  cents 738. 35 

Craig  D.  Ritcliie,  administrator  of  Joseph  Summerl,  surviving  partner  of 
Summerl  &  Brown,  five  hundred  ana  thirty-one  dollars  and  sixty-two 
cents 531. 62 

The  Insurance  Company  of  the  State  of  Pennsylvania,  seven  thousand  three 
hundred  and  eighty- three  dollars  and  fifty-two  cents 7, 383. 52 

Amounting  in  all  to  eighteen  thousand  one  hundred  and  ninety-one 
dollars  and  sixty-eight  cents 18, 191. 68 

John  M.  Clinch,  administrator  of  Perez  Morton,  and  Joseph  Ogden,  executor  of  Jftne 
Ann  Ferrers,  have  proved  no  valid  claims. 

Mary  Vanuxem,  administratrix  of  James  Vanuxem,  who  insured  the  commifisioDB  of 
the  supercargo  herein,  has  proved  no  valid  claim. 

No  persons  claiming  to  represent  John  Juhel  &  Co.,  Paschal  N.  Smith,  Frederick  de 
Peyster  &  Co.,  or  Hector  Scott,  who  were  underwriters  on  a  policy  of  insurance  herein, 
have  appeared  in  this  court. 

The  owners  of  vessel,  cargo,  and  freight  are  not  in  court. 

By  thb  Court. 

Filed  April  8,  1907. 

A  true  (opv. 

Test  this  26th  day  of  November,  A.  D.  1907. 

[sEAL.J  John  Randolph, 

Amstant  Clerk  Court  of  Clinmt. 

o 
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FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  BRIG  PRUDE 

Lbttbr   from  thb  assistant   clerk   of   thb    Court   ow    Claims 

transmitting  a  cofy  of  thb  conclusions  of  law  and  of  fact  in 

THB    French    sfouation   cases    relating   to   the    vessel   brig 

Prude,  Richard  Thornton,  master 

Dbcbmbbr  5,  1907. — ^Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed 


Court  op  Claims, 
WdsMngtoTiy  D.  C,  December  4, 1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit  here- 
with the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885,  in 
the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  findings  by  the 
court  relating  to  the  vessel  brig  Prudey  Richard  Thornton,  master. 
I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


(Court  of  CUinu.    Frendi  spoliAtioiis.    Act  of  Januanr  20, 1885;  23  Stat.  L.,  283.    VoL  1,  Supptomeiit 

to  R.  8., 2ded.,  471.    Veawl brig  Prude,  Richard  Thornton,  master.] 
So.  of 

Claimants. 


2639.     Rhode  Island  Hoepital  Trust  Company  v.  The  United  States. 

4442.    Edwin  N.  Howarcl,  administrator  of  Caleb  Howard,  v.  The  United  States. 

These  cases  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  2l8t  day  of  October,  1907. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  Edward  Lander  and  the  United  States,  defend- 
ants, by  the  Attorney-General,  through  his  assistant  in  the  Department  of  Justice, 
John  ^ .  Trainer,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney-General  J.  A.  Van  Orsdel. 

CONCLUSION   OF  LAW. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  considering  the  same,  decide  that  the  claims 
herein  arose  subsequent  to  the  conclusion  of  the  troatv  between  the  United  States 
and  France  on  the  30th  day  of  September.  1800;  that  they  were  not  included  in  the 
pri^-ate  claims  relinquished  under  the  second  article  of  said  treaty,  and  that  the 
court  has  no  jurisdiction  thereof  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885  (23  Stat.  L.,  283). 

By  the  Court. 
Filed  October  28,  1907. 
A  true  copy. 

Test  this  14th  day  of  November,  1907. 
[SKAL.]  John  Randolph, 

Amstant  Clerh  Court  of  Claimi, 

o 
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FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF    BRIG  POLLY,  COFFIN, 

MASTEB 

LSTTEB    FROM    THB    ASSISTANT     CLBRK     OT      THE    GOURT    OT    CLAIMS 
TRANSHTTTINO  A  COPY  OF  THB    CONCLUSIONS  OF    LAW  AND  OF  FACT  IN 

THE  French  spoliation  gases  relating  to  the  vessel  brio  Polly» 
Albert  Coffin,  master 

December  6,  1907. — Refezred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed 


Court  op  Claims, 
WasMnffton,  D.  C,  December,  4, 1907. 
Sm:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit  here- 
with the  conclusions  of  fact  and  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  Janu- 
ary 20, 1885,  in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed 
findings  by  the  court  relating  to  the  vessel  brig  PoUy,  Albert  Coffin, 
master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolml 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


rCoart  of  CUlzni.    Fxench  ipolUtioiit.    Act  of  Janimry  20, 1885;  23  Stat.  L.,  283.    VoL  1,  Sttpplenieiit 
to  R.  B.,  2d  ed.,  47L    VesMl  brig  Potty,  Albert  Coffin,  matter.] 

Ko.o«  _ 

ease.  Claiinaiitt. 

1457.    LouiB  G.  Vanuxem  et  al,  administraton  of  James  Vanuxem  et  al,  t;.  The  United 

SUtes. 

2010.    Henry  P.  McKeadi  administrator  of  Henry  Pratt,  t;.  The  United  States. 

FRBLDONABY  STATEMENT. 

These  cases  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  18th  day  of  March,  1907. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  J.  Bayard  Henry  and  Thomas  Stokes,  esqs., 
and  Uie  United  States,  defendanto^  bv  the  Attorney-General,  through  his  assistant  in 
the  Department  of  Justice,  John  W.  Trainer,  esq.,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attomey- 
Genend  J.  A.  Van  Orsdel. 

CONCLUSIONS  OF  FACT. 

The  Court,  upon  the  evidence  and  after  hearing  the  arguments  and  considering  the 
Mme  with  the  briefs  of  counsel  on  each  side,  determine  the  facts  to  be  as  follows: 

I.  The  brig  PoUy,  whereof  Albert  Coffin  was  master,  sailed  on  a  commercial  vovaee 
from  Kingston,  Jamaica,  September  17, 1798,  bound  to  Havana.  While  peaceniliy 
punuing  said  voyage  she  was  seized  on  the  high  seas  by  two  vessels  and  ner  papers 
taken  from  her;  the  master  was  afterwards  put  on  board  a  vessel  boimd  for  the  United 
States;  it  is  not  shown  that  these  capturing  vessels  were  French  privateers  or  that 
they  were  acting  under  the  authority  of  the  French  Government. 

II.  The  PottM  was  a  duly  registered  vessel  of  the  United  States  of  133  tons  burthen: 
baih  at  Providence^  R.  I.,  in  the  year  1789,  and  was  owned  by  Henrv  Pratt  ana 
Abiaham  Kintsmg,  ]r.,  citizens  of  the  United  States,  residing  in  Philadelphia. 


S  BSIO  POLLT«  OOFFIK,  MASTER. 

III.  The  cargo  of  the  PoUy  at  the  time  of  seizure  consisted  of  bread,  bairek,  cod- 
fiah,  cheese,  soap,  flour,  shooks,  and  hoops,  and  was  owned  by  the  said  Henry  Pratt 
and  Abraham  Kintzing,  jr. 

Said  claims  were  not  embraced  in  the  convention  between  the  United  States  and 
the  Republic  of  France  concluded  on  the  30th  of  April,  1803.  They  were  not  claims 
growing  out  of  the  acts  of  France  allowed  and  paid  m  whole  or  in  part  under  the  pro- 
visions of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States  and  Spain  conduaed  on  the  22d  day 
of  Februarv,  1819,  and  were  not  allowed  in  whole  or  m  part  under  the  provisions  of 
the  treaty  between  the  United  States  and  France  of  the  4th  of  July,  1831. 

The  claimants,  in  their  representative  capacity,  are  the  owners  of  the  said  daims, 
which  have  never  been  assijpied. 

CONCLUSIONS  OF  LAW. 

The  court  decides,  as  a  conclusion  of  law,  that  said  seizure  is  not  shown  to  have  been 
illc^,  and  therefore  the  claimants  had  no  valid  claims  against  France  prior  to  the 
ratmcation  of  the  convention  between  the  United  States  and  the  Republic  of  France 
concluded  on  the  30th  day  t)f  September,  1800,  and  therefore  are  not  entitled  to  indem- 
nity from  the  United  States. 

By  the  Coubt. 

FQed  April  1, 1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  5th  day  of  June,  1907. 

[seal]  John  Randolph, 

Auistant  Clerh  Court  of  Ckdmg. 
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FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  BRIG  DISPATCH 

LSTTBB    FROM     THB     ASSISTANT    CLBRK     OF    THE     GOUBT     OF     CLAIMS 
TRANSMITTING  A   COFT  OF  THB  CONCLUSIONS  OF    LAW  AND  OF    FACT    IN 

THB  French  spoliation   cases  relating  to  the  vessel  brig  Dis- 
patch, Peter  Butler,  master 

Dbckmbbr  bf  1907. — ^Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed 


CouBT  OP  Claims, 
Wasliinffton,  D,  (7.,  DecenJ)er,  4j  1907. 
Sir:  Pursuaui  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit  here- 
inth  the  conclusioiis  of  fact  and  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January 
•  20,  1885,  in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed 
findings  by  the  court  relating  to  the  vessel  brig  Dispatch,  Peter  Butler, 
master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolkbl 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


rCoort  of  CUims.    French  ipoUationt.  Act  of  January  30, 1885;  23  Stat.  L.,  283.   VoL  1,  Sttpplexiieiit 

to  R.  8.,  &  ed.,  471.  Venel  brig  IN«palrA,  Peter  Butler,  master.] 
No.  of 
eaae.  Claimant. 

730.    The  President  and  Directors  of  the  Insurance  Company  of  North  America  v. 
The  United  SUtee. 

PREUMINART  STATEMENT. 

These  cases  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  19th  day  of  March,  1907. 

The  claimants  were  represented  bv  J.  Bayard  Henry  and  Thomas  Stokes,  e«qrB., 
and  the  United  States,  defendants,  oy  the  Attorney-General,  through  his  assistant 
in  the  Department  of  Justice,  John  W.  Trainer,  esq.,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attor- 
ney-General J.  A.  Van  Orsdel. 

CONCLUSIONS  OF  FACT. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence  and  after  hearing  the  arguments  and  considering 
the  same  with  tne  briefs  of  counsel  on  each  side,  determine  the  facts  to  be  as  follows: 

I.  The  brig  DispaUhj  Peter  Butler,  master,  sailed  on  a  conmiercial  voyage  from 
Norfolk,  Va.,  June  3,  1797,  boimd  to  Martinico.  While  peacefully  pursuing  said 
voyage  she  was  seized  on  the  high  seas  by  the  French  privateers  Le  Casseau  and  La 
Sirenne,  and  carried  by  them  to  Basseterre,  Guadaloupe,  where  on  July  3,  1797,  she 
was  condemned  by  the  tribunal  of  commerce  and  prizes  sitting  at  said  Basseterre  on 
the  following  ground: 

That  the  vessel  was  bound  to  the  island  of  Martinico. 

II.  It  is  not  riiown  that  this  vessel  was  a  registered  vessel  of  the  United  States,  place 
where  built,  or  her  tonnage. 

III.  The  caigo  of  the  D%$patdi  at  the  time  of  capture  consisted  of  flour,  herring,  and 
biflcuit.    The  greater  portion  of  said  cargo  was  owned  by  George  Yonil  a  Co.,  of  Man- 


2  BBIG    DISPATCH. 

Chester,  Va..  but  the  master  and  seamen  also  had  small  adventures  on  board.  The 
value  of  saia  goods  on  board  does  not  appear. 

June  12,  1797,  Joseph  Anthony  &  Co.,  effected  for  the  accoimt  of  Nathaniel  and 
Jacob  Eustis,  insurance  on  vessel  and  freight  in  the  office  of  the  Insurance  Oompany 
of  North  America,  but  it  is  not  shown  that  said  Nathaniel  and  Jacob  Eustis  were 
citizens  of  the  Umted  States  or  that  they  had  any  interest  in  said  vessel  and  freight. 

Said  claim  was  not  embraced  in  the  convention  between  the  United  States  and  the 
French  Republic  concluded  on  the  30th  of  April,  1803.  It  was  not  a  claim  ^wine 
out  of  the  acts  of  France  allowed  and  paid  in  whole  or  in  part  imder  the  provisions  of 
the  treatv  between  the  United  States  and  Spain  concluded  on  the  22d  day  of  February, 
1819,  and  was  not  allowed  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the  provisions  of  the  treaty  between 
the  United  States  and  France  of  the  4th  of  July,  1831. 

CONCLUSION  OF  LAW. 

The  court  decides,  as  a  conclusion  of  law,  that  said  seizins  and  condemnation  wero 
not  illegal,  and  that  the  claimant  had  no  valid  claim  against  France  prior  to  the  ratifica- 
tion of  the  convention  between  the  United  States  anathe  French  Republic  concluded 
on  the  30th  day  of  September,  1800,  and  therefore  is  not  entitled  to  indemnity  from 
the  United  States. 

By  thb  Coubt. 

FUed  April  1,  1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  5th  day  of  June,  1907. 

[seal.]  John  Randolph, 

AuUtarU  Clerk  Court  of  CUtvm. 


i 
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FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  BRIG  POLLY,  PALMER, 

MASTER 

LSTTBB  TROU  THE  ASSISTANT  CLERK  OF  THE  CoURT  OF  CLAIMS, 
TRANBMITTINO  A  COPY  OF  THE  CONCLUSION  OF  LAW  IN  THE  FRENCH 
8F0LIAT10N  CA8X8  RELATING  TO  THE   VESSEL  BRIG  POLLY,  JOB  PaLMEB, 

MASTER 

DscxiCBXB  6,  1907. — ^Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claimjs  and  ordered   to  be 

printed 


Court  of  Claims, 
Washington,  D.  C,  December  4, 1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit  here- 
with the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885, 
in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  findings  by 
Uxe  court  relatiii^  to  the  vessel  brig  Po/Zy,  Job  Palmer,  master. 
I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


(Court  of  CUlma.    French  ■pollfttions.    Act  of  January  20,  1885:  23  Stat.  L.,  283.    VoL  1,  Supplement 

to  B.  S.,  2d  ed.,  471.    Vesael,  brig  PoUy,  Job  Palmer,  master.] 
Mo.  of 
tmm.  Claimants. 

635.    8arah  G.  Smith,  administrator  of  John  0.  Vowell,  v.  The  United  States. 
1400.    The  Insurance  Company  of  the  State  of  Pennsylvania  v.  The  United  States. 
1677.    Henrv  E.  Young,  administrator  of  William  Craig,  v.  The  United  States. 
1728.    Joeepn  Ogden,  surviving  executor,  etc.,  of  Jane  Ann  Ferrers,  v.  The  United 
States. 

These  cases  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  2l8t  day  of  October,  1907. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  Hunter  &  Chandler,  J.  Bayard  Henry,  Curtis 
it  Pickett,  and  James  Thomson,  and  the  United  States,  defendants,  by  the  Attorney- 
General,  tnrou^h  his  assistant  m  the  Department  of  Justice,  John  W.  Trainer,  with 
whom  was  Assistant  Attorney-General  J.  A.  Van  Orsdel. 

CONCLUSION   OF  LAW. 

Hie  court,  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  considering  the  same,  decide  that  the  claims 
liefein  arose  subseouent  to  the  conclusion  of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States 
and  Fiance  on  the  30th  day  of  September,  1800;  that  they  were  not  included  in  the  pri- 
Tate  claims  relinquished  under  the  second  article  of  said  treaty;  and  that  the  coiurt 
has  no  jurisdiction  thereof  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885.    (23  Stat.  L.,  283.) 

By  the  Coubt. 

Ffled  October  28, 1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  14th  day  of  November,  A.  D.  1907. 

[asAL.]  John  Randolph, 

Amsianl  Clerk  Court  of  CUdms. 
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FINDINGS  TN  CASE  OF  BRIG  FOX 

Letter   prom   the   assistant   clerk    op  the   Court  op   Claims, 

TRANSMITTING   A   COPY    OP  THE    CONCLUSION    OP    LAW   IN    THE    FrBNCH 
spoliation    cases    RELATING    TO    THE    VESSEL    BRIG    FoX,    CONNBLLy 

MASTER 

December  5,  1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to 

printed 


Court  of  Claims, 
WashingtoUj  D.  C,  December  4i  1907, 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit  here- 
with the  conclusion  of  law  filed  imder  the  act  of  January  20,  1885, 
in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  findings  by 
the  court  relating  to  the  vessel  brig  Fox,  Connell,  master. 
I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  ClaimB. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Court  of  ClaimB.    French  spollationa.    Act  of  January  20,  1885;  23  Stat.  L.,  283.    VoL  1, 

to  R.  S.,  2d  ed.,  471.    Vessel,  brig  Fox,  ConneU.  master. 
No.  of 
case.  Claimants. 

626.    Harriet  E.  Sebor,  administratrix  of  Jacob  Sebor,  v.  The  United  States. 
4037.    Benjamin  M.  Hartshome  and  Charles  N.  Black,  executors  of  Richard  H«ite- 
home,  V.  The  United  States. 

These  oases  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  2l8t  day  of  October,  1907. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  James  Ix)wndes  and  Curtis  <x  Pickett,  and  the 
United  States,  defendants,  by  the  Attorney-General,  through  his  assistant  in  the 
Department  of  Justice,  John  W.  Trainer,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attomey-Greneral 
J.  A.  Van  Orsdel. 

CONCLUSION    OP  LAW. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence  and  after  considering  the  same,  decide  that  the  clmims 
heroin  wore  not  included  in  the  private  claims  relinquished  under  the  second  article 
of  the  treaty  concluded  between  the  United  States  and  France  on  the  30th  day  of 
Septonibor,  J 800;  that  they  were  claims  relinquished  under  the  ninth  article  of  the 
treaty  concluded  between  the  United  States  and  Spain  on  the  22d  day  of  February, 
1819,*  and  were  paid  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the  provisions  of  said  treaty,  and  thai 
the  court  has  no  jurisdiction  thereof  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885  (Sz  Stat.  L., 
283). 

Bt  the  Cousr. 

FUod  October  28,  1907. 

A  tnie  copy. 

Test  this  15th  day  of  November,  1907. 

[seal.]  John  Randolph, 

AstUtant  Clerk  Court  qf  Cimmi. 
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FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  BRIG  COLUMBIA 

Lrtbb   from   the    assistant   clerk    of   the   Court   or   Claims 

TRANSMITTING   A   COPT  OF  THE   CONCLUSIONS    OF  LAW   AND   OF  FACT  IN 

THE    French    spoliation    cases   relating    to   the    vessel,  brig 
Columbia,  John  Grozier,  master 

December  6, 1907. — Referred  to   the  Committee  on  Claims  and   ordered  to  be 

printed 


Court  op  Claims, 
Washington,  D.  C,  December  4, 1907. 
Snt:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims^  I  transmit  here- 
with the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885, 
in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  findings  by 
the  comt  relating  to  the  vessel,  brig  Columbia,  John  Grozier,  master. 
I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


gOoiirt  of  CUims.    Fienoh  ipolUtlont.    Act  of  Janimry  20, 1885;  23  Stat.  L.,  283.    Vol.  1,  Suppleinflnt 

to  R.  8.,  Ided.,  471.    Veaael,  brig  Columbia,  John  Orosler,  maater.] 
No.  of 
emm.  Claimants. 

114.  John  Morton  Clinch,  administrator  of  Perez  Morton,  v.  The  United  States. 

2555.  Richard  Delafield,  administrator  of  John  Delafield,  t;.  The  United  States. 

3469.  Charles  T.  Lovering,  administrator  of  Joseph  Taylor,  v.  The  United  States. 

4225.  John  Morton  Clinch,  administrator  of  Perez  Morton,  v.  The  United  States. 

These  cases  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  21st  day  of  October,  1907. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  Curtis  &  Pickett,  and  the  United  States,  de- 
fendants, by  the  Attomey-Creneral,  through  his  assistant  in  the  Department  of 
JoAice,  Jcmk  W.  Trainer,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney-General  J.  A.  Van 
OrsddL 

CONCLUSION  OF  LAW. 

The  covirt,  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  considering  the  same,  decide  that  the 
ciftima  herein  were  not  included  in  the  private  claims  relinquished  under  the  second 
article  of  the  treaty  concluded  between  the  United  States  and  France  on  the  30th 
dfty  of  September,  1800*  that  they  were  claims  relinquished  under  the  ninth  article 
€i  the  treatv  concluded  between  the  United  States  and  Spain  on  the  22d  day  of 
February,  1819,  and  were  paid  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the  provisions  of  said  treaty; 
and  that  the  court  has  no  jurisdiction  thereof  under  the  act  of  January  20,1885. 
(28  Stat.  L.,  283.) 

By  thb  Coubt. 

FOed  Octob«  28,  1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  thk  15th  day  of  November,  A.  D.,  1907. 

(iSAii.]  John  Randolph, 

Assistant  Clerk,  Court  of  Claims. 

o 
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FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  SLOOP  FBANEUN 

Letter   from   the   assistant   clerk   of   the    Court   of  Claims 

transmtttino  a  copt  of  the  conclusions  of  law  and  of  fact  in 

THE    French  spoll^tion   cases    relating  to  the  vessel   sloop 

Franklin,  John  Rowland,  master 

December  5,  1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Clainis  and  ordered   to  be 

printed 


Court  op  CLADfS; 
Washington,  D,  C,  December,  4, 1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit  here* 
with  the  conclusions  of  fact  and  of  law  filed  imder  the  act  of  Janu- 
ary 20, 1885,  in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed 
findings  by  the  court  relating  to  the  vessel  sloop  Franklin,  John 
Howland,  master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Cleric  Court  qf  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Court  of  Claims.    French  spoUatioiis.    Act  of  January  20, 1885;  28  Stat  L.,  288.    VoL  1, 

to  R.  8.,  2d  ed.,  471.    Vessel  sloop  Franklin,  John  Howland,  matter.] 
No.  of 

Claimant. 


8698.    Gideon  E.  Howland,  administrator  of  Joeeph  Howland,  «.  The  United  Stately 

PRELIMINARY  8TATBMBNT. 

ThJB  case  was  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  February  25,  1907. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  William  T.  S.  Curtis  and  llieodore  J.  Pickett, 
and  the  United  States  by  the  Attorney-General  through  his  assistant  in  the  Depart- 
ment of  Justice,  John  W.  Trainer,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney-General  Jodah 
A.  Van  Orsdel. 

CONCLUSIONS   OF  FACT. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence  and  after  examining  the  briefs  of  counsel  on  both 
sidee,  determine  the  facts  to  be  as  follows: 

I.  The  register  in  said  cause  shows  that  Joseph  Howland  was  one  of  three  ownen 
of  the  sloop  Franklin,  of  which  John  Howland  was  master,  as  shown  by  said  register 
dated  February  22,  1799. 

There  is  no  other  evidence  in  the  record  showing  ownership  either  of  the  vessel  or 
cargo  nor  the  neutrality  of  either,  nor  is  there  sny  evidence  showing  or  tendins  to 
show  that  said  vessel  was  captured  by  a  French  privateer  or  condenmed  and  sola  as 
alleged  in  the  petition,  and  for  these  reasons  no  allowance  is  made. 

Bt  thb  Oouvt. 

Filed  March  4,  1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  5th  day  of  June,  1907. 

John  Randolpb, 

[SKAL.]  AMsUtant  Clerk  OouH  qf  Gmns. 


^^^SST"}  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  {  Document 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  SLOOP  TOWNSEND 

LbTTBR     from     THB     A88ISTA.NT     CLERK    OF     THE     GOURT    OF    CLAIMS 
TRAN8MITTINO  A  COFT  OF  THE    CONCLUSIONS  OF  LAW  AND   OF   FACT  IN 

TBM   French   spoliation   cases   relatino   to   the   vessel   sloop 
TowNSEND,  Daniel  Campbell,  master 

Dscsmbbr  b,  1897.— Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  tndered  to  be 

printed 


Court  of  Claims^ 
Washinffton,  D,  0,j  December  4, 1907. 
Sib:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims^  I  transmit  here- 
with Uie  conclusions  of  fact  and  of  law  and  opinion  of  the  court  and 
dissenting  opinion  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885,  in  the 
French  spohation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  finding  by  the 
court  relating  to  the  vessel  sloop  Tovmsend,  Daniel  Campbell,  master. 
I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


(Oooit  of  Oalmi.    French  spoUationt.    Act  of  January  20, 1885;  23  Stat.  L.,  283;  vol.  1,  Snpp.  Rer. 
Stat,  ad  ed.,  <7L    Decided  Febniary  18, 1907.    Vessel  sloop  Tovmsend,  Daniel  Campbell,  master  J 

No.  of 
oaM.  Claimant. 

3709.    William  0.  McCobb,  adminiBtiator  of  the  estates  of  William  McGobb  and  Jo- 
seph Campbell,  v.  The  United  States,  and 
Jennie  £.  McFarland,  administratrix  of  the  estate  of  Ephraim  McFarland,  v. 

The  United  States. 
S65Q.    Charles  T.  levering,  administrator  of  the  estate  of  Joseph  Taylor,  v.  The 

United  States. 
S658.    Charles  T.  Lovering,  administrator  of  the  estate  of  Joseph  Taylor,  «.  The 

United  States. 
9068.    Francis  M.  Boutwell,  administrator  of  the  estate  of  Benjamin  Cobb,  v.  The 

United  States. 
3739.    Archibald  M.  Howe,  administrator  of  the  estate  of  Francis  Green,  v.  The 

United  States. 
970.    William  Ropes  Trask,  administrator  of  the  estate  of  Thomas  Amory,  v.  The 

United  Sutes. 

PBELIHINABT  STATEMENT. 

These  cases  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  23d  day  of 
October.  1906. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  George  A.  and  William  B.  King, 
and  Curtis  &  Pickett,  and  the  United  States,  defendants,  by  the 
Attorney-General;  through  his  assistant  in  the  Department  of  Justice. 
Jc^  W.  Trainer,  esq.,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney-General 
Joamh  JL  Van  Qrsdel. 
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CONCLUSIONS   OF  FACT. 


The  court  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  hearing  the  ar^ments,  and 
considering  the  same,  with  the  briefs  of  counsel  on  each  side,  deter- 
mine the  ntcts  to  be  as  follows: 


The  sloop  TownscTid,  Daniel  Campbell,  master,  sailed  on  a  conmier- 
cial  voyage  Au^st  28,  1798,  from  Boothbay,  Massachusetts  (now 
Maine),  bound  n>r  the  English  island  of  Antimia.  While  peacefully 
pursuing  said  voyage  she  was  seized  on  the  high  seas,  about  the  1st  of 
October,  1798,  by  the  French  privateer  Le  PeUetier  and  carried  to  the 
island  of  Guadaloupe,  and  her  master  was  thrown  into  prison,  with  the 
loss  of  all  his  sea  clothes,  books  and  papers,  where  he  remained  for  a 
period  of  about  three  months.  He  was  examined  in  preparatory  on 
the  10th  day  of  October,  1798,  while  in  prison,  in  whicn  it  was  shown 
that  the  cargo  consisted  of  boards,  staves,  shingles,  and  codfish. 

She  was  tnere  condemned  bjr  the  Tribunal  of  Commerce  and  Prizes. 
sitting  at  Basseterre,  on  said  island,  and  condemned  on  the  CTOund 
of  a  want  of  a  role  d'equipage,  and  an  invoice  of  the  cargo,  whereby 
the  same  became  a  total  loss  to  the  owners. 

II. 

The  Townsiend  was  a  duly  registered  vessel  of  the  United  States,  of 
the  burthen  of  97yV  tons,  and  was  owned  by  the  following  persons,  all 
of  whom  were  citizens  of  the  United  States: 

Joseph  Campbell Three-eig}ithi 

William  McCobb Three-ei^tha. 

Ephraim  McFarland One-quarter. 

III. 

The  car^o  of  the  Townsend  at  the  time  of  capture  consisted  of  lum- 
ber, shingles,  staves,  and  fish,  and  was  owned  by  the  following  per- 
sons, to  wit: 

Joseph  Campbell One-third. 

William  McCobb One-third. 

Ephraim  McFarland One-third. 

IV. 

The  loss  to  the  owners  of  the  vessel  and  cargo  was  as  follows: 

Value  of  the  vpspcI 13, 400. 00 

Freight  earnings 1, 617. 37 

Value  of  the  <^rgo 088.81 

5,706.18 
Deduct  insurance  roccived 2, 000.00 

Total 3,706.18 
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The  I068  to  Joseph  Campbell  was  as  follows: 

Three-eigfathB  value  of  veflsel $1, 276. 00 

Tliree-ei|diths  value  of  freight  earnings 606. 51 

One-thira  value  of  cargo 229.60 

2,  111.  11 
Deduct  insurance  received 1, 000. 00 

NetloflB , 1,111.11 

The  loss  to  Ephraim  McFarland  was  as  follows: 

One-lourth  value  of  vessel 1850. 00 

One-fourth  value  of  freight  earnings 404. 85 

One-third  value  of  cargo 229 .  61 

1,483.96 
Deduct  inmirance  received 1, 000. 00 

NetloM 483.96 

The  loss  to  William  McCobb  was  as  follows: 

Thne-eig^tha  value  of  vessel |1, 275. 00 

lliiee-eighthB  value  of  freight  earnings .  606. 51 

One-thiid  value  of  cargo 229.60 

Netloas 2,111.11 

VI. 

December  11, 1798,  Joseph  Campbell  effected  in  the  ofHce  of  Joseph 
Taylor  insm'ance  on  the  vessel  and  cargo  to  the  amount  of  $1,000 
(one-half  on  each),  paying  theiefor  a  premium  of  60  per  cent,  said 
policy  being  underwiitten  by  the  following  persons,  all  of  whom  were 
citizens  of  the  United  States,  to  wit: 

Thomaa  Amory |500 

Francis  Green 500 

Thereafter  the  said  Joseph  Taylor  duly  paid  the  said  assured  the 
sum  of  SI, 000,  being  in  full  for  a  total  loss  by  reason  of  the  premises, 
being  a  loss  to  said  imderwriters  of  the  amount  subscribed  by  them, 
respectively. 

VII. 

December  21^  1798,  Ephraim  McFarland  effected  in  the  office  of 
Joseph  Taylor  msurance  on  the  vessel  and  cargo  to  the  amount  of 
SI ,000  (one-half  on  each),  paying  therefor  a  premium  of  60  per  cent, 
said  policy  being  underwritten  by  the  following  persons,  all  of  whom 
were  citizens  of  the  United  States,  to  wit: 

John  C.  Jones $500 

Benjamin  Cobb,  jr 500 

Thereafter  the  said  Joseph  Taylor  duly  paid  the  said  assured  the 
sum  of  SI, 000,  being  in  full  for  a  total  loss  by  reason  of  the  premises, 
being  a  loss  to  said  underwriters  of  the  amount  subscribed  Dy  them, 
respectively. 

An  of  the  above  insurance  was  effected  after  the  date  of  the  con- 
denmstiont 
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vm. 

The  claimants  herein  have  produced  letters  upon  the  estates  of  their 
decedents,  and  have  otherwise  proved  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  court 
that  the  parties  they  represent  are  in  fact  the  same  persons  who  suf- 
fered loss  by  reason  of  the  capture  and  condemnation  of  the  sloop 
Townaend  as  aforesaid. 

rx. 

Said  claims  were  not  embraced  in  the  convention  between  the 
United  States  and  the  Republic  of  France,  concluded  on  the  30th  of 
April,  1803.  and  were  not  claims  growing  out  of  the  acts  of  France, 
allowed  ana  paid  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the  provisions  of  the  treaty 
between  the  United  States  and  Spain,  concluded  on  the  22d  day  of 
February,  1819,  and  were  not  allowed  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the 
provisions  of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States  and  France  on  the 
4th  of  July,  1831. 

The  claimants  in  their  representative  capacity  are  the  owners  of  said 
claims,  which  have  never  been  assigned  except  as  aforesaid. 

CONCLUSIONS   OF  LAW. 

The  court  decides  as  conclusions  of  law  that  said  seizure  and  con- 
demnation were  illegal,  and  the  owners  and  insurers  had  valid  claims 
of  indemnity  therefor  upon  the  French  Government  prior  to  the 
ratification  of  the  convention  between  the  United  States  and  the 
French  Republic,  concluded  on  the  30th  day  of  September,  1800: 
that  said  claims  were  relinquished  to  France  oy  the  Grovemment  of 
the  United  States  bjrsaid  treaty  in  part  consideration  of  the  relinquish- 
ment of  certain  national  claims  of  France  against  the  United  States, 
and  that  the  claimants  are  entitled  to  the  following  sums  from  the 
United  States : 

William  O.  McCobb,  administrator  of  the  estate  of  William  McCobb,  two 

thousand  one  hundred  and  eleven  dollars  and  eleven  cents |2,  111.  11 

William  O.  McCobb,  administrator  of  the  estate  of  Joseph  Campbell,  one 

thousand  one  hundred  and  eleven  dollars  and  eleven  cents 1,  111.  H 

Jennie  £.  McFarland,  administratrix  of  the  estate  of  Ephraim  McFarland, 

four  hundred  and  eighty-three  dollars  and  ninety-six  cents 483. 06 

Francis  M.  Boutwoll,  administrator  of  the  estate  of  Benjamin  Cobb,  jr., 

five  hundred  dollars 600. 00 

Archibald  M.  Howe,  administrator  of  the  estate  of  Francis  Green,  five 

hundred  dollars 500.00 

William  Ropes  Trask,  administrator  of  the  estate  of  Thomas  Amory,  five 

hundred  dollars 600. 00 

Thomas  N.  Perkins,  administrator  of  the  estate  of  John  C.  Jones,  five 

hundred  dollars 600. 00 

5.706.18 

Amounting  in  all  to  five  thousand  seven  hundred  and  six  and  -i"^ 
dollars. 

OPINION. 

Atkinson,  J.,  delivered  the  opinion  of  the  court: 

The  sloop  lownsendj  a  small  N^ew  Eno;land  vessel,  built  and  regi^ 
tered  in  the  State  of  Maino,  sailod  from  the  State  of  ^fassAchiisetts 
August  28,1798,  bound  for  the  British  island  of  Antigua.     Her  cargo 
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consisted  of  lumber,  shingles,  staves,  and  fish.  The  vessel  was  owned 
by  three  American  citizens  of  the  State  of  Maine,  who  also  were  the 
owners  of  the  cargo.  In  the  early  part  of  October,  1798.  while  on 
her  outward  voyage  to  Antigua,  she  was  captured  by  tne  French 
privateer  Le  PeUiHer,  and  was  conyeyed  to  Guadeloupe,  arriving 
October  10  of  that  year,  when  vessel  and  cargo  were  condemned  "as 
good  prize"  by  a  Irench  court  sitting  at  said  place,  for  the  reasons 
that  she  had  not  on  board  "a  rdle  d  equipage  and  invoice  of  cargo, ^* 
notwithstanding  the  fact  that  the  evidence  showed  (translations  by 
the  interpreter  of  the  French  court)  that  she  carried  the  following 
papers: 

"No.  1.  Her  register,  showing  that  Joseph  Campbell,  from  Booth- 
bay,  in  the  State  of  Massachusetts,  mariner,  together  with  WilUam 
MdOobb,  esquire,  and  Ephraim  McFarland,  mariner,  both  from  Booth- 
bay,  in  saia  State,  are  the  owners.  Dated  at  the  port  of  Wiscasset, 
October  11th,  1797. 

"No.  2.  Her  sea  letter  from  the  port  of  Boothbay  for  Antigua,  with 
a  cargo  of  boards,  staves,  shingles,  and  codfish.  Dated  August  28, 
1798. 

"No.  3.  Agreement  of  the  captain  with  his  crew  for  Antigua. 

"No.  4.  His  clearance  from  the  customs-house  in  Wiscasset  for 
Antigua,  with  a  cargo  of  sixtv  thousand  feet  of  boards,  four  thousand 
staves,  sixty-two  thousand  shingles,  thirty  quintals  codfish. 

"No.  6.  Instructions  from  the  owners  to  tne  captain  for  Antigua  or 
anv  other  port  not  prohibited  by  the  laws  of  the  United  States,  etc. 

"No.  6.  A  printed  notice  concerning  the  action  of  masters  or  Amer- 
ican vessels  in  case  of  seizure  or  detention  of  their  men  by  any  foreign 
power." 

When  the  sloop  arrived  at  Guadeloupe,  the  master,  after  filing  a 
protest,  was  imprisoned,  remaining  therein  for  the  period  of  about 
three  months.  While  in  prison  he  was  examined  on  preparatory 
interrogatories,  and  among  other  things  testified  that  the  vessel  and 
cargo  were  owned  by  three  American  citizens,  viz,  Joseph  Campbell. 
Wifiiam  McCobb,  and  Ephraim  McFarland*  that  the  vessel  cleared 
from  Wiscasset,  Massachusetts.  U.  S.  A.,  oound  for  Antigua^  and 
that  the  cargo  consisted  of  boards,  staves,  sningles,  and  thirty  qumtals 
at  codfish,  a  part  of  the  latter  bei^ig  the  property  of  the  crew.  Shortly 
after  lus  retiun  to  the  United  States  ne  appeared  before  a  notary 
public  and  made  a  sworn  protest  against  tne  condemnation  of  the 
vessel  and  cargo  by  the  French  court. 

Three  points  were  raised  by  counsel  for  the  defendants  in  the  trial 
at  this  case  against  any  allowance  by  the  court  in  favor  of  the  claim- 
ants, to  wit: 

1.  The  decree  of  condemnation  alleges  the  absence  of  register  as  a 
ground  of  seizure. 

2.  There  was  no  invoice  on  board,  and  consequently  there  can  be  no 
recovery  for  the  cargo. 

3.  There  can  be  no  recovery  for  insurance,  for  the  reason  that  the 
ecmdemnation  took  place  prior  to  the  payment  of  the  premiums  for 
said  insurance. 

We  do  not  consider  the  first  objection  well  founded,  because  we  fail 
to  find  in  tiie  decree  of  condemnation  any  other  reason  assigned  for 
such  action  (except  a  mere  quotation  from  the  arrete  of  the  agent  of 
the  executive  directory  in  the  West  Indies)  than  the  absence  among 
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the  ship's  papers  of  a  roU  d' equipage  and  an  invoice  of  the  cargo. 
The  translations  made  by  the  French  interpreter  of  the  court  show 
conclusively  that  the  papers  of  the  vessel  were  regular;  that  she  car- 
ried everything,  including  register,  required  by  the  French  decree. 


except  a  manii^t  and  a  r6le  d' equipage;  that  American  ownership  of 
vessel  and  cargo  were  conclusively  shown;  and  further,  that  the  cargo 
was  not  contraband  of  war. 

The  absence  of  a  role  d' equipage  as  evidence  of  the  neutrality  of  a 
vessel  at  sea  is  no  loiter  a  debatable  question,  because  it  has  long 
ajgo  been  settled  by  this  and  other  courts,  including  those  of  France, 
that  the  possession  of  such  document  is  not  necessary  to  establish  the 
neutrality  of  a  vessel  on  the  high  seas.  (Schooner  SaUie,  21  C.  Cls. 
R.,  340,  400,  and  schooner  Industry,  22  C.  Cls.  R.,  1.  49.) 

From  what  we  have  said  above  we  are  clearly  of  the  opinion  that 
the  condemnation  of  the  sloop  was  illegal;  and  we  are  also  of  the 
opinion  that  the  condemnation  of  the  cargo,  on  account  of  the  absence 
of  an  invoice  of  cargo  or  manifest,  was  likewise  illegal.  The  evidence 
before  the  prize  court  was  both  documentary  and  hj  depositions.  The 
register,  the  sea  letter,  the  agreement  of  the  captam  with  his  crew  for 
Antigua,  the  clearance  from  the  customs-house  at  Wiscasset,  together 
with  the  instructions  of  the  owners  and  freighters  of  the  vessel  to  the 
captain  thereof  prior  to  sailing,  all  which  were  verified  by  the  inter- 
preter at  the  trial  of  the  case  before  the  prize  court  at  Guadeloupe, 
clearly  show  that  the  owners  of  the  vessel  were  the  owners  of  Uke 
cargo,  and  that  they  were  all  American  citizens.  This,  it  seems  to 
our  minds,  was  sufficient  evidence  to  establish  the  neutral  ownership 
of  the  cargo,  especially  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  cargo  itself  showed 
that  it  was  innocent  commercial  property,  and  was  consequently  not 
contraband  of  war. 

The  French  council  of  prizes,  January  18,  1801,  in  passing  upon  the 
absence  of  one  or  more  papers  of  a  ship  at  a  trial  by  a  prize  court, 
decided  that — 

'■The  judgment  is  founded  in  justice.  It  is  based  upon  the  provi- 
sions of  tne  regulation  of  1778.  Its  conclusions  can  not  but  be  approved 
by  the  council,  which  has  neither  seen  nor  been  able  to  see  in  the 
instruction  of  the  owner  to  the  captain  anything  but  a  ship's  paper  as 
authentic,  as  legal,  as  conclusive  or  neutrality,  as  the  laws,  justice,  and 
reason  require. 

"The  denomination  of  the  paper  does  not  destroy  its  contents.  It 
is  not  such  or  such  a  ship's  paper  under  such  or  such  denomination  that 
the  law  requires,  but  proof  of  neutrality.  That  of  the  cargo  is  clear, 
since  the  paper  in  question  coml)ines  all  the  characters  of  the  papers 
enumoratod  l)y  the  law. 

**The  manifest  is  not  embraced  according  to  the  ordinances  and  r^- 
ulations  in  the  enumeration  l)y  ntuneof  sliip's  papers,  but  it  is  impliedly 
comprised  in  the  general  expression  of  the  law  *  and  other  papers  estab- 
lishing neutrality;'  any  other  paper  establishing  this  proof  fulfills  the 
letter,  the  spirit,  and  the  purpose  of  the  law.  That  is  so  true  that  the 
council  has  received  as  a  oil!  of  lading  a  general  manifest  in  a  case  on 
the  report  of  Citizen  La  Coste. 

''  If  the  manifest,  of  which  the  law  does  not  speak,  is  impUedly  com- 
prised in  the  collectivi*  expression  '  and  other  papers,'  it  follows  neces- 
sarily that  the  instruction  of  tlie  owner  to  the  captain  should  be  ranged 
in  tlie  class  of  other  papers,  since  it  comprises  everything  which  the 
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charter  party,  the  invoice,  the  bill  of  lading,  and  the  manifest  could 
refinidarly  import.''     (1  Pistoye  &  Duverdy,  438,  439.) 

This  court  decided  in  the  case  of  the  schooner  Hazard  (39  C.  Cls., 
376)  that  the  protest  of  the  master  of  a  vessel  as  to  its  neutrality 
should  have  great  weight  as  over  against  the  absence  of  some  of  the 
papers  of  a  vessel  in  condemnation  proceedings.     The  opinion  says: 

We  know  now  from  the  subsequent  protest  of  the  master  that  the 
cai^  of  this  vessel  was  neutral.  The  careful  representative  of  the 
Government  concedes  this  while  properly  contending  that  the  proceed- 
ings resulting  in  condemnation  must  not  be  determined  by  subsequent 
developments,  but  by  the  proof  in  hand  at  the  time.  Neutrality  was 
the  thin^  to  be  proved  to  those  rightfully  charged  with  the  privilege 
of  coDsiderin^  the  fate  of  the  pnze.  But  was  neutrality  proved? 
The  report  of  the  capture  shows  that  the  vessel  was  seized  because 
the  clearance  was  in  contravention  of  the  laws  and  customs  of  France. 
The  absence  of  papers  was  not  suggested  nor  suspicion  raised  at  the 
time  in  r^ard  to  the  neutral  character  of  the  freight.  The  vessel 
was  registered,  but  notwithstanding  she  showed  her  sea  letter,  the 
prize  court  condemned  both  vessel  and  cargo  on  the  same  groimd. 
The  oral  testimony  before  the  tribunal  was  direct  that  the  proprietary 
interest  was  in  citizens  of  the  United  States.  While  the  question  of 
going  outside  the  papers  is  not  free  from  doubt,  we  think,  on  the 
whole  case,  this  oral  testimony  was  competent  and  sufficient  to  exon- 
erate the  cargo.  This  seems  to  us,  upon  reflection,  to  be  more  nearly 
in  consonance  with  the  rules  of  international  law  and  the  reasons 
which  underlie  the  action  of  nations  in  dealing  with  each  other  in  time 
of  war  than  a  rule  making  papers  the  sole  test.'' 

It  was  decided  in  the  case  of  the  Industry  (22  C.  Cls.  R.,  1)  that 
the  lack  of  a  particular  paper  of  a  vessel  may  be  punishable  under 
certain  circumstances  within  local  jurisdictions  as  a  police  measure, 
but  never  by  absolute  confiscation,  when  it  is  shown  that  the  vessel  is 
innocently  pursuing  a  legitimate  voyage.  An  accident  is  easily  sup- 
posable  by  which,  after  leaving  port  and  while  on  the  high  seas,  all 
the  papers  of  a  ship  may,  by  fire  or  water,  be  destroyed.  On  that 
account  should  the  ship  and  cargo,  or  either  of  them,  be  confiscated? 
We  know  of  no  rule  or  law,  mimicipal  or  international,  which  would 
authorize  such  a  course. 

In  Hooper^ s  case  {22  C.  Cls.  R.,  1)  it  was  held  that,  while  it  is  true 
the  onus  jyrobandi  is  upon  the  captured  vessel  in  all  prize-court  pro- 
ceeding, in  order  to  clear  herself  from  suspicion,  yet  no  particular 
Cper  IS  indispensable  to  accomplish  such  pm-pose,  and  that  an 
nest,  commercial,  lawful  voyage  may  be  shown  though  no  paper  of 
any  sort  be  presented. 

In  the  disposition  of  this  class  of  cases,  this  court  has  uniformly 
decided  that  all  questions  of  neutrality  are  questions  of  good  faith,  in 
which  actual  facts,  and  not  simply  appearances,  must  be  looked  into, 
and  that  the  mere  absence  of  a  particular  document,  or  an  irregularity 
in  form,  does  not  authorize  condemnation  as  good  prize  in  any  case. 
The  truth  must  be  sought,  and  that  not  by  technical  forms.  Simple 
omisfliona  or  irregulanties  should  never  obscure  the  truth  if  it  be 
otherwiae  proved.  The  essential  question  is  whether  the  cargo  is  or 
is  not.  in  lact,  neutral.  It  is  not  of  importance  that  the  municipal 
law  (none  government  requires  the  presentation  of  particular  papers. 
The  seveiity  of  ihe  legislators  is  always  subordinate  to  the  surround- 
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ing  circumstances,  which  alone  lead  to  conviction.  The  neutraHtj 
should  be  proved,  but  this  may  be  done  notwithstanding  the  omission 
or  irregularity  of  certain  prescribed  forms.  (Schooner  Hazcard,  39 
C.  Cls.  R.,  376,  380.) 

The  case  of  the  schooner  Betsy  (36  C.  Cls.,  256),  upon  which  the 
defendants  relv  as  sustaining  their  contention  that  the  seizure  of  the 
cargo  of  the  Tovmserid  was  a  proper  procedure^  is  by  no  means  on  all 
fours  with  the  case  before  us.  Tne  Betsy  earned  a  manifest  showing 
of  what  her  cargo  consisted,  but  she  produced  no  document  or  other 
evidence  which  showed  that  it  was  owned  by  American  citizens  and 
not  by  belligerents.  The  claimants  in  that  case  relied  mainly  upon  a 
New  England  custom  to  the  effect  that  among  vessels  engaged  in  the 
trade  with  the  West  Indies  no  proof  of  ownership  was  necessary 
when  the  cargo  belonged  entirely  to  the  owners  of  the  vessel  carrying 
it.  The  court  very  properly  held  in  that  case  ''that  the  courts  of 
another  nation  were  not  bound  to  take  notice  of  a  local  custom  utterly 
at  variance  with  the  provisions  of  the  treaty  of  1778  and  the  require- 
ments of  international  law;''  that  it  was  necessary  to  show  whether 
the  cargo  was  the  property  of  neutral  or  belligerent  owners,  and  that 
a  prize  court  of  a  bellig  Tent  power  was  justifiable  in  condemning 

Eroperty  as  good  prize  unless  neutrality  of  ownership  is  clearly  estab- 
shed.     The  court  further  held  in  that  case  as  follows: 

**  Ownership  is  one  tiling  and  neutrality  is  another.  The  French  prise 
court  was  not  interested  in  the  question  whether  the  cargo  belonged 
to  this  or  that  American  citizen,  but  in  the  question  whether  it  was  the 
property  of  neutral  or  bellio:erent  owners.  A  prize  court  of  a  belliger- 
ent power  was  entitled  to  have  the  neutrality  of  a  cargo  established. 
The  treaty  of  1778  was  based  upon  the  principle  that  free  ships  make 
free  goods;  but  it  also  required  '  that  if  either  of  the  parties  should  be 
engaged  in  war  the  ships  and  vessels  belonging  to  the  subjects  or  peo- 
ple of  the  other  ally  must  be  furnished  with  a  sea  letter  or  passports 
made  out  according  to  the  form  annexed  to  the  treaty,  ana  likewise 
that  such  ships  should  be  provided  always  with  a  certificate  contain- 
ing the  several  particulars  of  the  cargo.'     (Art.  XXV.) 

"'The  manifest  on  board  answered  this  last  requirement,  so  that  if 
the  vessel  had  been  seized  before  the  abrogation  of  the  treaty  and  had 
carried  a  proper  passport  her  cargo  would  have  been  exempt  from 
seizure.  There  is  no  evidence  in  the  case  except  a  register,  a  mani- 
fest, and  the  local  custom  above  referred  to.  It  is  recited  in  the 
decree  that  she  had  a  sea  letter  not  properly  attested,  but  it  does  not 
appear  that  the  sea  letter  was  that  prescribed  by  the  treaty,  and  if  it 
were  it  would  not  have  been  obligatory,  we  think,  upon  France  after 
the  abrogation  of  the  treatv  by  the  act  of  7th  July,  1798  (1  Stat.  L., 
p.  578),  on  the  part  of  thetJnited  Stated. 

'*  It  seems,  then,  only  too  apparent,  so  far  as  now  appears,  that  the 
vessel  carried  nothing  to  estai)lish  the  neutrality  of  the  cargo.  There 
is  no  protest  on  the  part  of  the  master  in  the  ease,  showing  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  seizure  and  condemnation,  or  that  he  had  asserted 
the  rights  of  American  owners,  or  offered  proof  of  the  neutrality  of 
the  cargo,  or  established  any  ground  upon  wliich  this  court  can  hold 
that  the  condemnation  was  illegal  and  unjust.  The  fault  was  the 
vessel's.  I'pon  thi*^  eviflonre,  and  >\  jint  of  evidence,  it  must  be  held 
that  the  prize  court  was  justified  in  di-creeing  condemnation." 
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In  the  case  at  bar  the  Tovmsend  carried  a  register,  a  sea  letter,  the 
agreement  of  die  captain  with  his  men,  showing  the  destination  of  the 
vessel  to  be  the  port  of  Antigua,  clearance  papers  from  Wiscasset, 
U.  S.  A.,  instructions  from  the  owners  to  the  captain  for  Anti^a,  a 
printed  notice  showing  what  action  should  be  taken  in  case  of  seizure, 
and  after  the  sloop  was  seized  by  the  Le  PeUitier  the  evidence  of  the 
captain  of  the  Townsend  was  taken  while  he  was  in  prison  and  was 
read  at  tlie  trial,  which  stated  positively  that  tl^e  owners  of  the  cargo 
were  tlie  same  persons  who  owned  the  vessel  (which  fact  was  also 
stated  in  the  decree  of  condemnation),  that  all  of  them  were  Ameri- 
can citizens,  and  therefore  in  no  respect  were  belligerents:  while,  as 
shown  above,  the  only  evidence  presented  in  the  case  or  the' Betsy 
relied  upon  to  establish  the  neutraUty  of  her  cargo  was  a  register,  a 
manifest,  andjthe  local  New  England  custom  to  which  we  have 
referred. 

We  agree  with  the  counsel  for  the  defendants  that  the  claim  for  the 
insurance  on  the  sloop  and  cargo  is  not  valid  as  against  France,  for  the 
reason  tiiat  the  same  was  effected  by  two  policies  dated  the  11th  and 
2l8t  of  December,  1798,  and  as  the  condemnation  of  sloop  and  cargo 
took  place  October  18  prior  to  the  issuance  of  the  same,  France  can 
not  be  made  liable  for  tne  premiums  therefor,  nor  is  the  United  States 
chargeable  therewith.  Consequently  no  allowance  can  be  made  in 
favor  of  claimants  for  premiums  of  insurance  so  paid.  (Schooner  John 
Easm,  37  C.  Cls.,  R.  443,  447.) 

The  theory  upon  whicn  a  premium  of  insurance  has  been  deemed 
recoverable  m  tnis  class  of  cases  is  that  the  payment  of  the  premium 
adds  so  much  to  the  value  of  the  property  insured :  but  the  liability  of 
France  is  limited  to  the  value  of  the  property  at  the  time  of  its  illegal 
seizure  or  condemnation  and  can  not  be  augmented  by  subsequent 
transactions  between  owners  and  insurers. 

There  was  another  question  of  vast  importance  raised  in  the  trial 
of  this  case,  viz,  that  immediately  following  the  capture  of  the 
TownseTid  and  her  arrival  at  Guadeloupe  her  captain  was  imprisoned 
and  was  not  allowed  to  be  personally  present  at  the  trial  before  the 
prize  court,  although  it  is  established  that  his  deposition  was  taken 
while  he  was  in  prison  and  was  read  at  the  hearing  of  the  case.  Coim- 
sel  for  the  United  States  insists  that  he  was  duly  heard  in  his  own 
defense,  although  not  personally  present  at  the  trial,  yet  he  was 
nevertheless  legally  heard,  and,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  ''had  his  day  in 
court."  He  further  insists  that  it  is  a  privilege  and  not  a  right  for 
a  litigant  to  appear  in  court  by  coimsel.  Without'  attempting  to  pass 
upon  the  statement  of  coimsel  as  to  the  rights  of  litigants  to  appear  in 
l^jal  tribunals  personally  or  by  authorized  attorneys,  under  the  cus- 
toms and  rules  formerly  and  at  the  present  time  which  prevail  in  this 
and  other  coimtries,  we  shall  advert  only  to  the  decisions  of  this  court 
in  such  matters. 

In  the  case  of  the  brig  SaUy  (37  C.  Cls.  R.,  74)  it  was  held  that  when 
a  vessel  is  seized  the  master  should  have  the  right  to  appear  and 
defend  his  ship  and  its  cargo  against  the  alleged  illegahty  of  the 
voyage,  and  by  refusing  him  such  privilege  he  was  denied  due  process 
erf  law.  It  was  also  further  decided  in  that  case  that  ^^  the  fact  of  sale 
and  the  absence  of  ihe  master  from  the  judicial  proceedings  m  which  it 
may  be  the  ship  was  condemned." 
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In  the  case  of  the  snow  Thetis  (Ibid.,  470),  the  right  of  the  masteri 
or  some  other  officer  of  the  vessel  in  duress,  to  be  present  in  a  court 
during  condemnation  proceedings  is  clearly  and  unequivocally  reaf- 
finned,  by  quoting  with  approval  from  Sir  William  Scott  the  foUowing 
paragrapn: 

''Before  the  ship  or  goods  can  be  disposed  of  by  the  captor  there 
must  be  a  regular  judicial  proceeding,  wherein  both  parties  may  be 
heard,  and  condemnation  thereupon  as  prize  in  a  court  of  admiralty, 
judging  by  the  law  of  nations  and  treaties." 

Tne  right  of  an  officer  to  defend  his  vessel  after  seizure  has  been 
made  is  carefully  set  forth  in  the  case  of  the  schooner  Maria  (39  C. 
Cls.  R.,  147).  In  that  case  it  was  decided  substantially  that  while  it 
is  true  the  seizure  and  condemnation  of  a  vessel  may  have  been  miade 
for  good  cause,  yet  it  was  a  right  of  the  master  to  be  present  at  the 
prize  court  to  d.efend  the  owners,  and  where  he  was  prevented  by 
miprisonment  from  so  doing  the  proceeding  was  ex  parte  and  wholly 
void. 

A  prize  proceeding  is  an  action  in  rem,  and  where  the  master  of  a 
captured  vessel  absents  himself  on  his  own  volition,  such  act  would 
not  operate  to  defeat  a  condemnation  otherwise  valid.  And  while  the 
examination  of  a  master  in  preparatorio,  while  under  that  duress  which 
is  impUed  from  the  mere  capture  of  his  vessel,  would  be  competent 
evidence  to  be  considered  in  the  first  instance  for  the  condemnation  of 
the  vessel,  it  would  not  be  if  the  master,  in  addition  to  such  implied 
duress,  were  imprisoned  and  the  examination  in  preparatario  was  be- 
hind prison  bars,  because  in  such  case  the  master  would  be  deprived 
of  his  liberty,  and  his  answers  might  bear  the  impress  of  such  imprison- 
ment. The  latter  is  this  case,  and,  therefore,  if  the  seizure  and  con- 
demnation were  otherwise  legal,  that  of  itself,  under  the  decisions  of 
thiscourt,  is  sufficient  to  justify  the  court  in  holding  that  such  condem- 
nation was  illegal.  A  prize  proceeding  is  no  exception  to  the  universal 
principle  of  justice,  which  requires  a  proper  legal  hearing  before 
condemnation  can  be  ordered.  ( The  Snow  Thetis,  470,  supra;  Th$ 
Good  Intent,  36  C.  Cls.,  262,  265.) 

The  findin<2:s  of  fact  and  conclusions  of  law  will  be  reported  to  the 
Congress,  together  with  a  copy  of  this  opinion. 

Howry,  J.,  concurring  as  to  the  sloop,  but  dissenting  as  to  the  cargo: 

I  concur  as  to  the  illegality  of  the  condemnation  of  the  sloop,because 
its  nationality  was  sufficiently  proven  to  the  prize  court  by  its  register 
and  other  papers. 

I  dissent  as  to  the  cargo,  because  the  belligerent  riizhts  of  the  French 
(which  became  American  rights  under  the  act  of  our  jurisdiction)  are 
shown  by  the  decree  and  the  surrounding  circumstances  and  have  not 
been  disproved  under  the  rule  that  the  decree  of  a  prize  court  is  con- 
clusive aj2:ainst  all  the  world  as  to  all  matters  decided  and  within  its 
jurisdiction  (  WUlwtus  v.  Arnnvifd,  7  (Vanch,  603).  Such  decree  does 
not  usually  state  the  grounds  of  condcmnaticm.  but  where  it  does  is 
conclusive  of  its  own  correctness.  The  fact  of  real  title  is  open  to 
investigation  onlv  as  to  those  matters  not  concluded  by  the  recitals 
of  the  decree  (  ^faley  v.  ShnttucX\  3  Cranch,  042). 

The  decree  recites  want  of  a  role  d'iijuipage  and  the  absence  of  an 
invoice. 

The  majority  say  the  absence  of  a  role  d' equipage  is  no  longer  a 
debatable  question.     (Neither  side  makes  it  a  question.) 
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But  the  invoice  was  quite  material,  because  its  absence  is  strong 
presumptive  evidence  against  neutrality.  What,  then,  do  we  find? 
No  sufhcient  proof  of  property,  no  muster  roU,  no  bill  of  lading,  no 
manifest,  no  invoice.  These  are  some  of  the  papers  which  are  always 
expected  to  be  found  on  board.  (Baker's  Halleck's  Int.  Law,  sec.  98; 
1  Chitty's  Com.  Law,  487.) 

The  case  is  not  sustained  by  the  Hazard,  CampbeU  (39  C.  Cls.  R., 
376).  Proof  aliunde  the  vessel's  papers  was  adimtted  in  the  Hazard^ 
not  to  contradict  the  recitals  of  the  decree  as  to  the  invoice,  but.  as 
the  papers  were  not  deemed  the  sole  test  of  neutrality,  the  court  looked 
to  all  other  papers  and  some  subsequent  testimony  to  determine  neu- 
trality. Li  the  case  at  bar  we  do  tne  same  thin^.  But  here  the  mas- 
ter s  protest  only  alleges  ownership)  of  the  vessel,  and  does  not  claim 
neutrality  for  the  cargo.  There  is  no  subsequent  paper  disclosed 
except  a  general  statement  at  the  time  of  the  sloop's  clearance  that  its 
owners  were  frei^hterers.  "  Freighter,"  in  French  law,  is  the  owner  of 
the  vessel,  and  the  merchant  who  hires  it  is  called  the  "affreighter" 
(Emerigon-Traite,  Des.  Assurances;  Black's  Law  Dictionary).  That 
there  was  no  paper  on  board  which  showed  the  neutrality  of  the  cargo, 
and  that  the  master's  protest  and  the  circumstances  confirmed  tne 
truth  of  the  decree,  estaolishes  the  condemnation  legal  as  to  the  cargo. 
The  good  faith  of  the  French  is  shown  l)y  the  subsequent  delivery  of 
everv  paper  in  this  case  to  the  American  owners  of  tne  sloop. 
.  Tfce  Hazard  J  Campbell,  supra — Howry,  J.,  speaking  for  the  court — 
was  the  extreme  of  liberality  in  this  class  of  cases.  There  it  appeared 
that  the  Supreme  Court  had  said  that  the  law  of  nations  presumed 
and  required  that  in  time  of  war  every  neutral  vessel  should  have  on 
board  papers  showing  her  character,  and  should  also  have  ofiicers 
and  crew  able  to  testify  to  facts  establishing  neutrality.  This  court 
pave  efl'ect  to  that  other  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court  in  the  Amiable 
Nancy  J  3  ^Vheat.,  561,  where  it  appeared  that  the  mere  want  of  papers 
could  not  afford  a  just  cause  of  condemnation,  but  a  circumstance  of 
suspicion  explainable  hy  the  preparatory  examinations  of  the  officers 
ana  crew,  and  by  the  fact  of  a  voluntary  arrival.  Accordingly,  the 
decision  went  on  on  the  ground  that,  while  the  absence  of  papers 
was  strong  presumptive  evidence  against  the  ship's  neutrality,  the 
want  of  any  one  of  tnem  was  not  absolutely  conclusive  ( 1  Kent's  Com., 
157). 

In  the  case  at  bar  the  absence  of  the  invoice  was  suggested,  and  it 
has  never  been  accounted  for — not  even  in  the  subsequent  protest  of 
the  master.     Hence,  the  decree  is  conclusive. 

So  much  of  the  opinion  of  the  majority  as  rests  the  supposed  illegal 
action  of  the  prize  tribunal  upon  the  alleged  imprisonment  of  the 
master  is  a  matter  too  important  to  be  passed  over.  It  says  that  the 
master  was  not  allowed  to  be  personally  present  at  the  trial.  The 
master  does  not  say  so.  There  is  not  a  syllable  in  the  entire  evidence 
which  supports  that  statement.  The  master  merely  states  in  general 
terms  that  he  was  imprisoned  three  months.  How,  where,  whether 
on  the  island  in  duress,  like  nearly  every  blockade  runner  or  ship- 
master violating  the  laws  of  neutrality,  does  not  appear. 

The  record  shows  that  there  was  a  regular  judicial  proceeding  and 
that  the  master  was  there.  ^  He  must  have  been  there  delivering  testi- 
monj,  because  his  deposition  g^ows  him  to  have  been  there. 
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These  considerations  take  the  case  out  of  that  class  where  this  court 
has  decided  that  imprisonment  and  absence  operated  to  prevent  the 
master  from  being  heard  in  his  defense,  and  wnere  we  have  held  that 
the  matter  of  imprisonment  was  necessary  to  be  considered  to  prevent 
confiscation.  Not  a  single  case  has  ever  been  decided  by  this  court 
where  it  has  appeared  that  if  the  master's  evidence  was  taken  and  the 
record  shows  tnat  he  was  there  the  duress  of  his  person  made  void 
the  proceeding.  When  a  vessel  is  on  trial  for  violating  the  laws  of 
neutrality  the  master  and  crew  are  all  imder  duress  and  practically  in 
restraint.  It  is  upon  the  ship's  papers  and  the  examination  taken  in 
preparutorio  that  the  case  is  tried. 

Li  Dos  Hermanoa,  2  Wheat.,  76,  the  Supreme  Court  has  held  that  in 
prize  cases  the  cause  is  to  be  heard  exclusively  upon  the  ship's  papers, 
and  the  examination  of  the  principal  officers  and  seamen  of  the  cap- 
tured vessel  taken  on  the  standing  interrogatories.  Tliia  is  ihe  eskUh- 
lished  rule. 

In  the  case  of  the  Ann,  in  3  Wheat.,  434,  the  vessel  was  captured  by 
an  American  privateer  while  at  anchor  near  the  Spanish  part  of  the 
island  of  St.  Domingo  and  carried  into  New  York  for  adjudication. 
The  master  and  supercargo  were  put  on  shore  at  St.  Domii^o,  and  all 
the  rest  of  the  crew,  except  the  mate,  carpenter,  and  cook,  were  put  on 
board  the  captured  vessel.  Alter  arrival  at  New  York  the  deposition 
of  the  cook  only  was  taken,  which,  with  the  ship's  papers,  were  trans- 
mitted by  the  commander  to  the  judge  of  the  aistnct  of  Maryland  to 
which  the  case  of  the  Ann  was  removed.  The  trial  upon  prize  pro- 
ceeding being  instituted,  the  testimony  of  the  carpenter  was  taken  by 
the  claimants,  and  the  captors  were  also  permitted  to  give  testimony. 
The  separation  of  the  master  and  the  principal  officers  and  {he  crew 
from  me  vessel  was  not  held  fatal  to  the  regularity  of  the  proceedings. 

These  decisions  from  the  Supreme  Court  prove  that  the  award  in 
this  case,  predicable  upon  the  alleged  imprisonment,  is  an  innovation 
in  prize  law.  Numberless  prize  proceedings  during  the  war  between 
the  States  would  now  appear  to  oe  illegal  if  this  award  is  law.  And 
when  we  come  to  consider  that  the  awards  of  this  court  in  these  cases 
are  not  the  subject  of  review  by  the  Supreme  Court  and  that  this 
erroneous  decision  on  a  matter  so  vital  (as  I  view  it)  will  some  time 
or  other  turn  to  vex  the  Government,  it  is  of  more  than  passing 
importance  that  the  reasons  of  my  dissent  shall  be  recorded. 

No  case  decided  by  us  is  authonty  for  this  award.  The  conclusions 
are  squarely  against  the  ruling  in  the  Betsey,  36  C.  Cls.  R..  256,  where 
Nott,  Ch.  ef.,  said  that  though  that  vessel  carried  a  manifest  snowing 
of  what  the  cargo  consisted  and  that  it  was  an  innocent  or  commer- 
cial cargo,  nevertheless  she  carried  no  document  whatever  to  show 
neutrality.  The  conclusion  there  was  that  the  prize  courts  of  a 
belligerent  nation  were  not  bound  to  take  notice  of  a  local  custom  at 
variance  with  the  requirements  of  international  law  or  to  infer,  in 
the  absence  of  an  invoice,  that  the  cargo  belonged  to  the  owners  of 
the  vessel.     That  is  this  case. 

Nor  are  the  conclusions  of  the  court  supported  bv  the  snow  Thetis, 
37  C.  Cls.  R.,  472,  where  Howry,  J.,  speaking  for  the  court,  said  that 
"where  the  decree  of  a  prize  tribunaJ  is  silent  as  to  the  presence  of  the 
parties  in  interest  and  there  is  neither  protest  nor  proof  equivalent  to 
it  showing  that  the  owners  or  their  agents  were  denied  a  neaiing,  the 
presumption  is  that  they  were  present  and  given  an  opportumty  to 
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defend.  But  where  it  can  be  gathered  from  the  action  of  the  prize 
court  or  from  proof  contemporaneous  with  the  transaction  that  the 
proceeding  was  one  of  those  which  justified  the  American  complaint 
of  that  period  respecting  condemnations  without  notice  to  yessei  own- 
erSy  no  effect  will  oe  given  to  the  summary  disposition  of  a  yessei  under 
such  a  decree."  Then  followed  the  statement  that,  though  the  decree 
showed  on  its  face  that  the  decision  upon  its  announcement  was  to  be 
notified  to  the  master,  there  was  nothing  to  show  his  presence  or  the 
presence  of  any  other  person  in  interest  at  the  hearing. 

There  is  nothing  to  change  in  the  TJietis  opinion.  The  failure  to 
notify  the  decision  of  the  pnze  court  to  the  master  there  was  merely 
intended  by  this  court  to  emphasize  the  fact  that  neither  the  master  nor 
other  person  in  interest  was  present  at  the  hearing.  The  master  was 
even  denied  the  opportunity  to  see  his  ship  or  the  authorities  who  took 
it  away  from  him  while  he  was  imprisoned  elsewhere,  and  the  statement 
as  to  the  notice  given  to  the  mate  was  an  immaterial  statement.  The 
extract  from  the  Thetis  by  the  majority  is  as  deiective  (in  not  stat- 
ing enough)  as  the  citation  from  the  same  case  of  counsel  for  claim- 
ant is  inapposite.  No  court  holds  itself  bound  by  any  part  of  an  opinion 
not  needful  to  the  ascertainment  of  the  right  or  title  in  question 
between  the  parties.     {Carroll  v.  Lessee,  16  liow.,  286). 

Common-law  principles  and  common-law  rules  of  evidence  have 
frequently  been  oojected  to  in  these  cases,  because  counsel  have  argued 
(present  counsel  included)  that  common-law  procecilings  were  relaxed 
by  the  statute  of  our  jurisdiction.  Now  it  appears  that  common-law 
proceedings  are  invoked  by  way  of  precedent  to  sustain  this  finding  as 
to  the  cargo. 

But  prize  proceedings  are  summary  and  difTer  materially  from  com- 
mon law  rules  of  procedure.  '*  Notice  is  only  for  the  purpose  of 
affording  the  party  an  opportunity  of  being  heard  upon  the  claim  or 
the  charges  made."  The  books  are  full  of  cases  showing  that  in  a 
libel  pending  in  an  admiralty  jurisdiction,  the  manner  of  the  notifica- 
tion IS  immaterial. 

The  late  Justice  Gray  decided  legal  questions,  including  those  per- 
taining to  admiralty,  so  satisfactorily  to  the  people  of  Massachusetts, 
that  he  was  called  to  the  bench  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
States.     Speaking  for  that  tribunal,  he  said: 

"  The  law  of  nations  presumes  and  requires  that  in  time  of  war  every 
neutral  vessel  shall  have  on  board  papers  showing  her  character,  and 
shall  also  have  officers  and  crew  able  to  testify  to  facts  establishing  her 
neutrality.  The  captors  are  therefore  required  immediately  to  pro- 
duce to  the  prize  court  the  sliip's  papers,  and  her  master,  or  some  of 
her  principal  officers  or  crew,  to  be  examined  on  oath  upon  standing 
interrogatories  and  without  communication  with  or  instruction  by 
counsel.  The  cause  is  heard  in  the  first  instance  upon  these  proofs, 
and  if  they  show  clear  ground  for  condemnation  or  for  acquittal  no 
further  proof  is  ordinarily  required  or  permitted.  If  the  evidence  in 
preparaiorio  shows  no  ground  for  condemnation  and  no  circumstances 
of  suspicion,  the  captors  will  not  ordinarily  be  allowed  to  introduce 
further  proof,  but  there  must  be  an  acquittal  and  restitution.  When 
further  proof  is  ordered,  it  is  only  from  such  witnesses  and  upon  such 
points  as  the  prize  court  may,  in  its  discretion,  think  fit.''  {Cushlng 
Y.  Laird,  107,  U.  S.,  77.) 
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The  conclusions  of  the  majority  proceed  upon  the  inconsistent  as- 
sumption that  the  master  was  not  tnere  to  be  believed,  but  if  lie  was 
there  that  he  should  have  been  believed.  Belief  of  a  witness  is  always 
a  matter  of  discretion  in  any  kind  of  a  court  having  jurisdiction. 

There  is  a  final  observation  not  justified  by  the  opinion  of  the  mar 
jority.  There  is  no  proof  that  the  master  was  benind  prison  bars. 
That  is  a  mere  inference  arising  from  the  general  statement  set  forth 
in  the  master's  protest  after  he  got  home,  that  he  was  imprisoned.  He 
mav  have  been,  but  the  record  shows  him  to  have  been  at  the  triaL 

As  to  the  cargo,  therefore,  the  award  is  erroneous. 

I  am  authorized  to  say  that  Booth,  J.,  concurs  in  the  findings  and 
conclusions  expressed  in  this  dissent. 

By  the  Court. 

Filed  February  18,  1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  25th  day  of  November,  1907. 

IsEAL.]  John  Randolph, 

Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
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FINDINGS  IN  CASE   OF   SLOOP   VERMONT 

Lkttbr   fbom   the    assistant   clerk    of   the    Court   op   Claims 

transmittinq  a  coft  of  the  conclusions  of  law  and  of  fact  in 

THS    French   spoliation   cases    relating    to   the   vessel  sloop 

Vermont,  Francis  Turner,  master 

DscKMBn  5,  1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered    to  be 
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Court  of  Claims, 
WdshingtoUj  D.  C,  December  4,  1907. 
Sm:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit 
herewith  the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20, 
1885,  in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  findings 
by  the  court  relating  to  the  vessel  sloop  Vermonty  Francis  Turner, 
master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

SpeaJcer  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


IConn  of  CUims.    Frpnch  spoliations.    Act  of  January  20,  1885;  23  Stat.  L.,  283.    Vd.  I,  Soppleni^t 

to  R.  8.,  2d  ed.,  471.    Vessel,  sloop  Vfrmont,  Francis  Turner,  master] 
Ko.o( 
eue.  aaimant. 

319.  John  J.  Helm  and  William  W.  Vaase,  administrators  of  Ambrofle  Vaase,  v.  Tb« 

•United  States. 

418.  Francis  R.  Pemberton,  adminKrator  of  John  Clifford,  v.  The  Unit^  HtaUft, 

428.  William  Mifflin,  administrator  of  Ebenezer  Large,  r.  The  Unit#^d  HiAUm. 

1466.  Richard  C.  McMurtrie.  administrator,  et  al.,  r.  The  United  States. 

2537.  Frederick  W.  Meeker,  administrator  of  Samuel  Meeker,  v.  The  Unit^;d  HUkUm, 

3844.  Robert  Wells,  administrator  of  Gideon  H.  Wells,  v.  The  Unit^-d  HiaU-H. 

W45.  0.  L.  Wullweber,  administrator  of  Israel  Brown,  v.  The  Unit/*<i  HtSiUm. 

These  cases  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  2lHt  day  of  OcUibiff.  MHfl. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  John  A.  Toomey,  John  H.  Merrill,  J.  jiayard 
Henry,  and  A.  Chester,  and  the  United  States,  defendants,  by  the  AWmiey'dnuifntlf 
thmugh  his  assistant  in  the  Department  of  Justice,  John  W.  Trainer,  with  whom 
WM  Assistant  Attorney-General  J.  A.  Van  Orsdel. 

CONCLUSION  OP  LAW, 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  considering  the  same,  decide  that  tho  claf  rn« 
Wwin  arose  sunsequent  to  the  conclusion  of  the  treaty  between  the  Unit*?*!  Htati*  and 
f^iBce  on  the  30tn  day  of  September,  1800;  that  they  were  not  includexl  in  ih«  \tri 
vite  daima  relinquished  under  the  second  article  of  said  treatv,  and  tliui  ih<;  court 
Wi  BO  jurisdiction  thereof  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885.    (23  Stat.  I>.,  283,; 

By  tm«  Coumt. 
FOed  October  28, 1907. 
A  true  copy. 

Test  this  15th  day  of  November,  A.  D.  1907. 
[oullJ  John  Randolfii, 

AssiitarU  Clerk  Court  qf  Claims. 
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FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  SLOOP  HARMONY 

Lbttbb   from   thb   assistant  clbbk   of   thb   Goukt   of   CLAnia 

TRANSMTTTINa  A   COFT   OF  THB   CONCLUSIONS   OF  LAW   AND   OF  FACT  IN 
XHS  FbBNCH  SPOLIATION  CASB8  RBLATING  TO  THB  VBS8BL  SLOOP  HaBt 

HONT,  Edward  Babby,  mastbb 

Dbcxhbbb  5,  1907.— Beferred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  ba 
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CouBT  OF  Claims, 
Washington,  D.  C,  December  4,  1907. 
Sm:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  (Jourt  of  Claims,  I  transmit 
herewith  the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20, 
1885.  in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  findings 
by  tne  court  relating  to  the  vessel,  sloop  Harmony,  Edward  Bany, 
master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Rantdolph. 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Court  of  CUims.    French  spollatloiiB.    Act  of  January  20, 1886,  23  Stat.  L.,  283.    Vol.  1, 

to  R.  8.,  2d  ed.,  471.    Vessel,  sloop  Harmony,  Edward  Baxry,  master.] 
No.  of 
case.  Claimant. 

412.  Francis  R.  Pemberton,  administrator  of  John  Clifford,  v.  The  United  States, 

442.  William  Mifflin,  adminititrator  of  Ebenezer  Laree,  v.  The  United  Statee. 

753.  The  Insurance  C5ompany  of  the  State  of  Pennsylvania,  v.  The  United  States, 

1074.  A.  Ix)uis  Eakin,  administrator  of  Chandler  Price,  r.  The  United  States. 

1098.  William  W.  Vasse,  administrator  of  Ambrose  Vasse,  v.  The  United  Statea 

1521.  Samuel  Bell,  administrator,  et  al.,  v.  The  United  States. 

2715.  George  Meade,  administrator  of  Thomas  Ketland,  v.  The  United  States. 

3845.  Robert  Wells,  administrator  of  Gideon  H.  Wells,  v.  The  United  States. 

These  cases  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  21st  day  of  October,  1907. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  John  A.  Toomey,  John  H.  Merrill.  Curtis  St 
Pickett,  J.  Bayard  Henry,  and  Leonard  Myers,  and  the  United  States,  defendants, 
by  the  Attorney-General  through  his  assistant  in  the  Department  of  Justice,  Jolui 
"W.  Trainer,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney-General  J.  A.  Van  Orsdel. 

CONCLUSION  OF  LAW. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  considering  the  same,  decide  that  the  claim 
herein  arose  suosequent  to  the  conclusion  of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States  and 
France  on  the  30th  day  of  September,  1800;  that  they  were  not  included  in  the  pri- 
vate claims  relinquished  under  the  second  article  of  said  treaty;   and  that  the  court 
has  no  jurisdiction  thereof  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885.     (23  Stat.  L.,  283.) 

By  thb  Court. 

Filed  October  28,  1907. 

A  true  copv. 

Test  this  15th  day  of  November.  A.  D.  1907. 

[seal.]  John  Randolph, 

Auistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 

o 
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FINDINGS  TS  CASE  OF  SLOOP  MART 

Lbttbb   from   the   assistant   clerk    of   the    Court   of   Claims 

transmtetino  a  copy  of  the  conclusions  of  law  and  of  fact  ik 

THE  French  spoliation  cases  relating  to  the  vessel  sloop  Mart, 

Jambs  Ward,  master 

DacsMBBR  5,  1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 
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Court  of  Claims, 
WdsMngton,  D,  C,  December  4, 1907. 
Sm:   Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit 
herewith  the  conclusion  of  law  filed  imder  the  act  of  January  20, 
1885,  in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  findings 
by  the  court  relating  to  the  vessel  sloop  Mary^  James  Ward,  master. 
I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph^ 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


rCourl  of  CUimt.    Frandi  spoliations.    Act  of  Januanr  20,  1885;  23  Stat.  L.,  283.    Vol.  1,  Supplemrmt 

to  R.  8.,  2d  Ed.,  471.    Vessel  sloop  Jfary,  James  Ward,  master.  ] 
llo.o< 
eaae.  Claimants. 

2943.    The  New  Haven  Ineurance  Company  v.  The  United  States. 
4098.    Charles  L.  Boigmeyer,  administrator  of  James  Thompson,  jr.,  v.  The  United 
States. 

These  cases  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  2l8t  day  of  October,  1907. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  A.  H.  Cragin  and  S.  P.  Nutt,  and  the  United 
States,  defendants,  by  the  Attorney-General,  through  his  assistant  in  the  Department 
of  Justice,  John  W.  Trainer,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney-General  J.  A.  Van 
Ondel. 

CONCLUSION  OF  LAW. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  considering  the  same,  decide  that  the  claims 
lierein  arose  subsequent  to  the  conclusion  of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States  and 
FVance  on  the  30th  day  of  September,  1800;  that  they  were  not  included  in  the  pri- 
vate claims  relinquished  under  the  second  article  of  said  treaty:  and  that  the  court 
haB  DO  jurisdiction  thereof  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885.    (23  Stat.  L.,  283.) 

By  the  Coukt. 

Ffled  October  28,  1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  I5th  day  of  November,  A.  D.  1907. 

[sxALj,  John  Randolph, 

Assistant  Clerk  Court  oj  Claim». 


Doouimrc 
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FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  SLOOP  ATiUffTRA 

LXTTBB     FROM     THE     ASSISTANT     CLERK     OF     THE     CoURT     OF     CLAIMS 
TRANSMTTTINO   A   COPY   OF  THE   CONCLUSIONS    OF  LAW   AND   OF  FACT  IN 

THE   French   spoliation    cases    relating  to  the  vessel,   sloop 
Almira,  Jared  Bartholomew,  master 

Dbcbmber  5,  1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on    Claims  and  ordered  to  b« 

printed 


Court  op  Claims, 
WdsTiington,  D.  C,  December  4,  1907. 
Sm:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Clahns,  I  transmit 
herewith  the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20, 
1885,  in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  findings 
by  the  court  relating  to  the  vessel  sloop  Mmira,  Jared  Bartholo- 
mew, master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  RAinx>LPH, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Coart  of  CUims.    French  spoliations.    Act  of  January  20,  1885;  23  Stat.  L.,  283.    VoL  1,  Sopplflmial 

to  R.  8.,  2d  ea.,  471.    Vessel  sloop  Almira,  Jared  Bartholomew,  maater.] 
No.  of 
oase.  Claimants. 

1872.    Charles  A.  Meigs,  administrator  of  David  Tomlison,  and  Richard  G.  Amhler» 

administrator  of  Jared  Bartholomew,  v.  The  United  States. 
2M4.    The  New  Haven  Insurance  Company  v.  The  United  States. 
3183.    Charles  F.  Adams,  administrator  of  Peter  C.  Brooks,  v.  The  United  States. 

These  cases  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  21st  day  of  October,  1907. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  A.  H.  Cragin  and  Curtis  &  rickett,  esqs.,  uiid 
the  United  States  by  tne  Attorney-General,  through  his  assistant  in  the  Depart- 
ment of  Justice,  John  W.  Trainer,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney-General  1.  A. 
Van  Orsdel. 

CONCLUSION  OF  LAW. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  considering  the  same,  decide  that  the  claima 
herein  arose  suoscquont  to  the  conclusion  of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States  and 
France  of  the  301  h  of  September,  1800;  that  they  were  not  included  in  the  private 
^ims  relinquished  under  the  second  article  of  said  treaty;  and  that  the  court  bas 
jio  jurisdiction  thereof  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885  (23  Stat.  L.,  283). 

Bt  the  Coubt. 

Filed  October  28,  1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  15th  day  uf  November,  A.  D.  1907. 

[seal.]  John  Randolph, 

Assistant  Clerk  Court  <^  Claims, 


^^IsaST"}  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  {  Docwbnt 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  SLOOP  BETSEY 

LkTTBB     prom     the     ABfilSTANT     CLERK     OF     THE     GOURT     OF     CLAIMS 
TRANSMITTING   A   COPT   OF  THE   CONCLUSIONS    OF  LAW   AND   OF   FACT  IN 

THE  French  spoll/ition  cases  relating  to  the  vessel  sloop  betset, 
Richard  Holbrook,  master 

Dkcsmbbb  5,  1907. — ^Referred  to  the  Committee  on   Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  of  Claims, 
WdsMngUm,  D.  C,  December  4,  1907. 
Sm:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit 
herewith  the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20, 
1885.  in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  finding 
by  the  court  relating  to  the  vessel  sloop  Betsey,  Richard  Holbrook, 
master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Coart  of  OAims.    Fiench  spoliAtions.    Act  of  January  20,  1885;  23  Stat.  L.,  283.    Vol.  1,  Supplemesl 

to  R.  8.,  ad  Ed.,  471.    Vessel,  sloop  Betsey,  Richard  Holbrook,  master.] 
No.o< 
eaas.  Claimants. 

2521.    Andrew  Lacy,  administrator  of  Stephen  Perkins,  v.  The  United  States. 
3415.    Isaac  Ck)ffin,  administrator  of  Moses  Carleton,  v.  The  United  States. 
S417.    Mary  T.  Cofiin,  ailministrator  of  Erastus  Foote,  v.  The  United  States. 
3423.    William  H.  Small,  administrator  of  Moses  Carleton,  v.  The  United  States. 
3427.    Clark  L.  Nelson,  administrator  of  Jeremiah  Nelson,  v.  The  United  States. 
3710.    Lavina  Murray,  administratrix  of  Alexander  Cunningham,  v.  The  United 
States. 

Tbeee  cases  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  21st  day  of  October,  1907. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  R.  K.  Sewall,  Henry  Ingalls,  and  Georso  B. 
Sawyer,  and  the  United  States,  defendants,  by  the  Attorney-General,  throu^  hiB 
Mw'ntiTit  in  the  Department  of  Justice,  John  W .  Trainer,  with  whom  was  Assistant 
Attorney-General  J.  A.  Van  Orsdel. 

CONCLUSION   OP  LAW. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  considering  the  same,  decide  that  the  claims 
herein  arose  suosequent  to  the  conclusion  of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States  and 
Fiance  on  the  30th  day  of  September,  1800;  that  they  were  not  included  in  the  pri- 
vate claimB  relinquished  under  the  second  article  of  said  treaty;  and  that  the  court 
has  no  jurisdiction  thereof  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885  (23  Stat.  L.,  283). 

By  the  Coukt. 

Filed  October  28, 1907. 

A  trae  copy. 

Test  this  15tb  day  of  November,  A.  D.  1907. 

[axAL.]  John  Randolph, 

AuiMtant  Clerk  Court  cf  Ctavm. 

o 


^^!^»Sr"}  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  {  ^^^^^'^^ 


FINDUfGS  IN  CASE  OF  SHIP  WASHINGTON 

Lbttbb    from  the   assistant  clerk    of   the    Court  of  Claims 
transmittino  a  copy  of  the  conclusions  of  law  and  of  fact  ik 
THE  French  spouation  cases  relating  to  the  vessel  ship  Wash- 
ington, Callaohan,  master 

December  5,  1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and   ordered  to  be 

printed 


Court  op  Claims, 
Wasldngton,  D.  C,  December  4, 1907. 
Sm:   Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims  I  transmit 
herewith  the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20, 
1885,  in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  findings 
by  the  court  relating  to  the  vessel  ship  Washinffton,  Callaghan,  master. 
I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolfo, 
AssistarU  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  RepresentcUives. 


[Court  of  Claims.    French  spoliations.    Act  of  January  20,  1885;  23  Stat.  L.,  283.    Vol.  1,  BapglkaMBat 

to  R.  8.,  2d  ed.,  471.    Vessel  ship  WashingUmt  Callaghan.  master.] 
No.  of 

Claimant. 


3376.  John  N.  A.  Griswold,  trustee  of  the  Columbian  Insurance  Company,  v.  TIm 
United  States. 

This  case  was  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  2l8t  day  of  October,  1907. 

The  claimant  was  represented  by  Curtis  &  Pickett,  and  the  United  States,  defend- 
ants, by  the  Attorney-General,  through  his  assistant  in  the  Department  of  Justice, 
John  W.  Trainer,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney-General  J.  A.  Van  OrsdeL 

CONCLUSION   OP  LAW. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  considerinj^  the  same,  decide  that  the 
claim  heroin  arose  subsequent , to  the  conclusion  of  the  treaty  between  the  United 
States  and  France  on  the  30th  day  of  September,  1800:  that  it  was  not  included  in 
the  private  claims  relinquished  under  the  second  article  of  said  treaty,  and  that  the 
court  has  no  jurisdiction  thereof  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885  (23  Stat.  L.,  283). 

By  thb  Court. 

Filed  October  28,  1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  14th  day  of  November,  A.  D.  1907. 

[seal.]  John  Randolph, 

Assistant  Clerk  Coiurt  qf  Claimi. 

o 


•^  ^^^ }  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  {  Doc^ewt 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  SHIP  PBESEDENT 

Letter   from   thb    assistant   clerk    of   the    Court   of   Claims 
transmtttino  a  copy  of  thb  conclusions  of  law  and  of  fact  in 
THE  French  epouation  cases  relating  to  the  vessel  ship  Presi- 
dent, Andrew  Pinkham,  master. 

Dbcbmbsb   5,  1907. — Referred   to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  op  Claims, 
Wdshingtorif  D.  C,  December  4, 1907. 
Sm:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit 
herewith  the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20, 
1885,  in  the  French  spoliation  claims- set  out  in  the  annexed  findings 
by  Uie  court  relating  to  the  vessel  ship  President,  Andrew  Pinkham, 
master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
AasistarU  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


fOouit  at  OAlma.    French  ipolUtlons.    Act  of  Jannary  20, 1885;  23  Stat.  L.,  283.    Vol.  1,  Sopptament 

to  B.  8.,  ad  £d.,  471.    Veuel  thip  Pretident,  Andrew  Pinkham,  master.] 
Ko.o< 
QMS.  Claimants. 

159.    Louifla  A.  Starkweather,  administratrix  of  Richard  S.  Hallett  and  Abraham  S. 

HaUett,  V.  The  United  States. 
1676.    Henry  E.  Young,  administrator  of  William  Craig,  v.  The  United  States. 
1978.    Rowland  M.  HaU,  administrator  of  Jonas  Minturn,  v.  The  United  States. 
2012.    John  W.  Lawrence,  sole  surviving  executor  of  Walter  Bowne,  sr. ,  v.  The  United 

States. 
2339.    Henrv  A.  Johnson,  administrator  of  Joseph  Bates^  v.  The  United  States. 
6292.    The  Union  Trust  Company  of  New  York,  admmistrator  of  William  Ogden, 

9.  The  United  States. 

Tliese  cases  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  2l8t  dav  of  October,  1907. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  James  Coleman,  Curtis  &  Pickett,  James  M. 
Johnston,  John  C.  Clark,  and  the  United  States,  defendants,  by  the  Attorney-General 
tlixaagh  his  assistant  in  the  Department  of  Justice,  John  W.  lYainer,  with  whom  was 
^.— ;^«,>»  Attorney-General  J.  A.  Van  Orsdel. 

CONCLUSION  OF  LAW. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  considering  the  same,  decides  that  the 
cfaum  herein  arose  subsequent  to  the  conclusion  of  the  treaty  between  the  United 
States  and  France  on  the  30th  day  of  September,  1800;  that  they  were  not  included  in 
tiie  private  claims  relinquished  under  the  second  article  of  said  treaty,  and  that  the 
eoort  has  no  jurisdiction  thereof  under  the  act  of  January  20, 1885.    (23  Stat.  L.,  283.) 

By  thb  Court. 

Ffled  October  28, 1907. 

A  tme  copy. 

Test  this  Hth  day  of  November,  A.  D.  1907. 

fjBBAL.1  John  Randolph, 

Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claim$, 

o 


^st  !^wSI^ }  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  { ^^^^^^§6*^ 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  SHIP  PRUDENT 

Lettbr   from   the    assistant   clerk    of   the   Court   of   Claims 
transmitting  a  copy  of  the  conclusions  of  law  and  of  fact  in 
THE  French  spoliation   cases  relating  to  the  vessel  ship  Pru- 
dent, Benjamin  Crownin shield,  master. 

December  5,  1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  of  Claims, 
Washington,  D.  (7.,  December  4t  1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Clauns,  I  transmit 
herewith  the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20, 
1885.  in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  finHingi^ 
by  tne  court  relating  to  the  vessel  ship  PraderU,  Benj.  Crownin- 
sliield,  master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
-  Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Court  of  Claims.    French  spoliations.    Act  of  January  20, 1885;  23  Stat.  L.,  283.    VoL  1, 
to  R.  8.,  2d  ed.,  471.    Vessel,  ship  Prudent,  BenJ.  Crowninahield,  maater.] 
No.  of 
case.  Claimant. 

3878.    Henry  Gardner,  executor  of  Nathaniel  West,  et  al. ,  v.  The  United  States. 

This  case  was  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  2l8t  day  of  October,  1907. 

The  claimant  was  roprosentod  by  Edward  Lander,  and  the  United  States,  defend- 
ants,  by  the  Attorney-General,  through  his  assistant  in  the  Department  oi  Justice, 
John  W.  Trainer,  witn  whom  was  assistant  Attorney-General  J.  A.  Van  Oredel. 

CONC'LUSIOX    OP   LAW. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  considering  the  same,  decides  that  the 
claim  herein  arose  subsequent  to  the  conclusion  of  the  treaty  between  the  United 
States  and  France  on  the  30th  day  of  September,  1800;  that  it  was  not  included  la 
the  private  claims  relinquished  under  the  second  article  of  said  treaty;  and  that  the 
court  has  no  jurisdiction  thereof  under  the  act  of  January  20, 1885  (23  Stat.  L.,  28S). 

By  the  Coust. 

Filed  October  28,  1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  14th  day  of  November,  A.  D.  lOOT. 

[seal.]  John  Randolph, 

Assistant  Clerk  Court  qf  Clovmt. 


*^!toSS^}  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  |  Dootoeht 


FINDINGS  Df  CASE  OF  SHIP  NANCY 

LnriR    FROM     THB     A8ST8TANT     CLB'RK     OF     THB     GOURT    OF    GLAim 
TRANSMiniNO  ▲   COPY  OP  THB   C0NCLU8T0N8    OP   LAW    AND  OP  PACT  IN 

THB  French  spoliation  cases  relating  to  the  vessel  ship  Nancy, 
Howard  Allen,  master 

DacsMBRR  5,  1907. — ^Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed 


Court  of  Claims, 
Washington,  D.  (7.,  December  4,  1907. 
Snt:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit 
herewith  the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20, 
1885,  in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  findings 
by  the  court  relating  to  the  vessel  ship  Nancy,  Howard  Allen,  master. 
I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

SpeaJcer  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


(Ooart  o<  CUImi.    Freneh  spoUatlons.    Act  of  January  20, 1885;  23  Stat.  L.,  283.   VoL  1,  Sopptement 

to  B.  8.,  2d  ed.,  471.    Vesael  ship  Nancy,  Howard  Allen,  master.] 
lfo.of  ^ 

Claimants. 


159.    Louisa  A.  Starkweather,  administratrix  of  Richard  S.  HaUett  and  Abraham  8. 
Hallett,  t».  The  United  States. 
2654.    Charlee  H.  Coeter,  adminiBtrator  of  John  G.  Coster,  v.  The  United  States. 
2960.    The  New  Haven  Insurance  Company  v.  The  United  States. 
4037.    Benjamin  M.  Hartshome  and  Charles  N.  Black,  executors  of  Richard  Harts- 
home,  V.  The  United  States. 
These  cases  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  2l8t  day  of  October,  1907. 
The  daimants  were  represented  by  James  Coleman,  John  C.  Clark,  A.  H.  Cragin. 
tad  Curtis  &  Pickett,  and  the  United  States,  defendants,  by  the  Attorney-General 
timm^  his  assistant  in  the  Department  of  Justice,  John  W.  Trainer,  with  whom  was 
Awittrrt  Attorney-General  J.  A.  Van  Orsdel. 

CONCLUSION   OF  LAW. 

Tbe  court,  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  considering  the  same,  decides  that  the 
dmims  herein  arose  subseouent  to  the  conclusion  of  the  treaty  between  the  United 
States  and  France  on  the  30th  dav  of  September,  1800;  that  they  were  not  included 
in  the  private  claims  relinquished  under  the  second  article  of  said  treaty,  and  that 
the  court  has  no  jurisdiction  thereof  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885.  (23  Stat.  L., 
283.) 

By  THB  COUBT. 

Fned  October  28, 1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  14th  day  of  November,  A.  D.  1907. 

[•EAi..]  John  Randolph, 

Assistant  Clerk  Covrt  of  Clidms, 


H  D-eO-1— Vol  107- 


^H  ItotSIT" }  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  |  ^^^^^"" 


FINDINGS   IN   CASE   OF  SHIP  MINEBYA 

LbTTBR    from    THB     A88I8TAMT    OLBRK     OF    THB     CoURT     OF     CLAIMS 

TRANSMUnNO    A   COPY    OF    THE    CONCLUSION    OF    LAW  IN  THB  FrBNGK 

SPOLIATION     CASES     RELATING    TO    THE  VESSEL    SHIP    MiNSRYA,     ObXD 

FrrCH,   MASTER. 

I 

Dbcembbr  6,  1907.— Referred  to  the  Committee  on  ClaiinB  and  ordered  to  be 

printed 


COITBT  OF  CuilMS, 

Washington,  D.  C,  December  4, 1907. 
Sib:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit 
herewith  the  conclusion  of  law  filed  imder  the  act  of  January  20, 
1885,  in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  findings 
by  the  court  relating  to  the  vessel  ship  Minerva,  Obed  FitcE, 
master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph. 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Olaima. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

SpeaJcer  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


(Court  of  CUimi.    Franeh  spoliations.    Act  of  January  20, 1885;  23  Stat.  L.,  988.    VoL  1. 
ioR.8.,aded.,4n.    Vessel  ship  j/in«roa,  Obed  Fitch,  master  J 

No.  of 

ease.  Claimant. 

776.    Joseph  B.  Macy,  adminiBtrator  of  Aaron  Mitchell,  «.  The  United  States. 
J  585.    James  G.  Freeman,  receiver  of  the  Boston  Marine  Insurance  Company,  «.  The 

United  States. 
1235.    The  Massachusetts  Fire  and  Marine  Insurance  Company  v.  The  United  States. 
4440.    The  Rhode  Island  Hospital  Trust  Company  v.  The  United  States. 

These  cases  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  21st  day  of  October,  1907. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  Curtis  <&  Pickett  and  Ekiwfuxl  Lander,  and  the 
United  States,  defendants,  by  the  Attorney-General,  through  his  assistant  in  the 
Department  of  Justice,  John  W.  Trainer,  wiui  whom  was  Aurngt^^T^t  Attomey-Genenl 
J.  A.  Van  Orsdel. 

CONCLUSION  OF  LAW. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  considering  the  same,  decide  that  the 
claims  herein  arose  subsequent  to  the  conclusion  of  the  treaty  between  the  United 
States  and  France  on  the  30th  day  of  September,  1800;  that  they  were  not  included  in 
the  private  claims  relinquished  under  the  second  article  of  said  treaty,  and  that  the 
court  has  no  jurisdiction  thereof  under  the  act  of  January  20, 1885  (^  Stat.  L.,  283). 

Bt  THB  COUBT. 

Filed  October  28,  1907. 
A  true  copy. 

Test  this  14th  day  of  November,  A.  D.  1907. 

[seal.]  John  Randolph, 

AMtUtant  Clerk  Cowrt  qf  ^ 

O 


•^^^"}  HOUSE  OF  BEPBB8BNTATIVBB  { ^^^^^^^"^ 


FINDI^aS  TS  CASE  OF  SHIP  HOPE 

LbTTBR  VBOM  THB  A88IBTAMT  GLBBX  OF  THE  GOTTRT  OF  ClAIMB 
TRANBlOrnNO  A  COFT  OF  THB  CONCLUSIONB  OF  LAW  AND  OF  FACT  XH 
THB  FrBNGH  spoliation  CABBS    RBLATINO   to  THB  YB88BL  SHIP  HOFB, 

JosiAH  Bacon,  habtbb 

Dbcbubbb  6,  1907. — ^Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed 


CSOURT  OF  CUOMS, 

WashingUm,  D.  C,  DecewJ)er  4,  1907. 

Sib:    Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit 

herewith  the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20, 

1885,  in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  findings 

by  the  court  relating  to  the  vessel  ship  Hope,  Josiah  Bacon,  master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolfbl 
Assistcmt  Clerk  Court  of  Ctanms. 
Hon.  Joseph  O.  Cannon, 

Speaker  cfihe  House  qf  BepreserUatives. 


fOoort  of  ClAtnu.    Frandi  spollatioiu.    Act  of  JanoAry  20, 1885;  23  Stat.  L.,  283.    VoL  1,  SopplenMOt 
%Sed.,471.    Vewel Bhlp flop    '       '  ^     ' 


lfo.of 


to  B.  8.,  2d  ed.,  471.    Vessel  ship  aope,  Joslab  Baoon,  master.] 

Clafansnts. 

359.    Charles  F.  Adams,  administrator  of  Peter  C.  Brooks,  v.  The  United  States. 
2387.    Abel  S.  Lewis,  administrator  of  Thomas  Lewis  and  Thomas  Lewis,  jr.,  v.  The 

United  States. 
2461.    Abel  8.  Lewis  and  Lyman  Mason,  administratorB  of  John  Lewis,  v.  The  United 
States. 

These  cases  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  2lBt  day  of  October.  1907. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  Curtis  &  Pickett,  and  the  Umted  States,  defend- 
ants, by  the  Attorney-General,  through  his  assistant  in  the  Department  of  Justice, 
John  W.  Trainer,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney-General  Joeiah  A.  Van  Orsdel. 

CONCLUSION  or  LAW. 

Tlie  court,  upon  the  eyidence,  and  after  considering  the  same,  decide  that  the  claims 
herein  aioee  subsequent  to  the  conclusion  of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States 
and  France  on  the  30th  day  of  September,  1800;  that  they  were  not  included  in  the 
private  claims  relin(][uishea  under  the  second  article  of  said  treaty;  and  that  the 
ooort  has  no  jurisdiction  thereof  under  the  act  of  January  20, 1885.    (23  Stat.  L. ,  283.) 

By  the  Court. 
Filed,  October  28, 1907. 
A  true  copy. 

Testthklithdayof  Noyonber,  A.  D.  1907. 
[OAL.]  John  Randolph. 

AjuisUmt  Clerk  Court  oj  Claima. 


^^SSiIISr"}  HOUSE  OF  BBPBE8ENTATIVE8  { ^^^^^^g"" 


FENDIXGS  nr  CASE  OF  SHIP  FAYOKITB 

Lbttsr  vrom  ths   absistant  glbrk    or    ths    Court    or  Olaimb 

TRANSlOrnNG    A    COFT    Or    THB    CONCLUSIONS    Or   LAW    AND    Or   rACT 
Si    THB   FbBHCB    arOUATIOir    cases     RSLATINO   to     THB    YBS8BL   BBIP 

Fatobrb,  Ghablbs  Barnard^,  master 

Dbcbmbbr  6,  1907.— B«tered  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed 


COUBT  OF  CLAma^ 
Washington,  D.  C,  December  4, 1907. 
Sm:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Qaims,  I  transmit 
herewith  the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20, 
1885.  in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  findings 
by  tne  court  relating  to  the  vessel  ship  FavoritCy  Charles  Barnard, 
master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph^ 
Assistami  Clerk  Court  of  Claima. 
Hon.  Joseph  O.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


fCoatt  oi  CUImi.    Frenoii  fpoUatiom.    Act  of  Jamutry  20, 1885;  23  Stat.  V,,  283.    VoL  1,  Sopplaiiunt 
to  R.  8.,  2d  60.,  171.    Vewel  ship  Favorite,  Charles  Barnard,  maater.] 

mm»  dabnantt. 

159.  Lonisa  A.  Starkweather,  administratrix  of  Richard  8.  HaUett  and  Abraham' 8. 

HaUeU,  v.  The  United  States. 
221.    The  Insurance  Company  of  the  State  of  Pennsylvania  v.  The  United  States. 

296.  A.  Louis  Eakin,  administrator  of  Chandler  Price,  v.  The  United  States. 

297.  A.  Louis  Eakin,  administrator  of  Chandler  Price,  v.  The  United  States. 
409.    Fiands  R.  Pemberton,  administrator  of  John  Clifford,  v.  The  Unit^  States. 
621.    Harriet  E.  Sebor,  admimstratrix  of  Jacob  Sebor,  v.  The  United  States. 

1183.  Benjamin  M.  Hartshome  and  Charles  N.  Black,  executors  of  Richard  Harts- 
home,  V.  The  United  States. 

1438.    Richard  C.  McMurtrie,  administrator,  et  al.,  v.  The  United  States. 

1490.    William  W.  Vasse,  administrator  of  Ambrose  Yasse,  v.  The  United  States. 

1878.    HenryE.  Young,  administrator  of  William  Craig,  v.  The  United  States. 

2912.  John  W.  Lawrence,  sole  surviving  executor  of  Walter  Bowne,  sr. ,  v.  The  United 
States. 

2015.  Robert  B.  Lawrence,  administrator  of  John  R.  Bowne;  John  W.  Lawrence, 
executor  of  Walter  Bowne^  v.  The  United  States. 

2S44.    Frederick  W.  Meeker,  administrator  of  Samuel  Meeker,  v.  The  United  State  s. 

3130.    Alexander  M.  Pennington,  heir  of  Joseph  BaU,  v.  The  United  States. 

3203.  John  N.  A.  Griswold,  trustee  of  the  United  Insurance  Company,  v.  The  United 
States. 

3830.     Peter  F.  Schliecker,  administrator  of  John  M.  Burt,  v.  The  United  States. 

5053.     O.  L.  Wullweher,  ad  mi  n  ist  mtor  of  Israel  Brown,  v.  The  United  States. 

5138.  Joseph  Ogdcn,  admin  t&rrii  tor,  etc.,  v.  The  United  States. 

5139.  Joseph  Ogden,  adminigtrator,  etc.,  «.  The  United  States. 

5140.  Joseph  OgdoBj  administrator,  etc.,  v.  The  United  States. 
6168.  Joseph  Ogden,  admiiiifltrator,  etc.,  V.  The  United  States. 
5169.    Joseph  Ogden,  adtniniBtrator,  etc.,  v.  The  United  States. 

The  UnioQ  Trust  Oimpany  of  New  York,  administrator  of  William  Ogden,  t. 
The  United  ^utei^ 


2  8HIP  FAVOEITB. 

These  cases  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  2l6t  day  of  October,  1907. 

The  daimants  were  represented  bv  James  Coieman.  Curtis  &  Pickett,  John  A. 
Toomey,  James  Lowndes,  J.  Bayard.  Henrv,  Greorge  A.  King,  John  H.  Merrill,  A. 
Chester,  James  Thomson,  and  John  C.  Clark,  esqs.,  and  the  United  States,  defend- 
ants, by  the  Attorney-General,  through  his  assistant  in  the  Department  of  Justice, 
John  W.  Trainer,  esq.,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney-General  J.  A.  Van  Ondel. 

CONCLUSION  or  LAW. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  considering  the  same,  decide  that  the  claims 
herein  arose  subsequent  to  the  conclusion  of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States 
and  France  on  the  30th  day  of  September,  1800;  that  tney  were  not  included  in  the 
private  claims  relinquished  under  the  second  article  of  said  treaty;  and  that  the 
court  has  no  jurisdiction  thereof  under  the  act  of  January  20, 1885,  (23  Stat.  L.,  283.) 

Bt  thb  Court. 

Filed  October  28, 1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  14th  day  of  November,  A.  D.  1907. 

[sBAL.]  John  Randolph, 

AsiistarU  Clerk  Court  t/  Claims, 


*^  £Sr*}  HOUSE  OF  BEPRBSENTAHVES  {  J^Jg^««T 


FINDINGS   TS   CASE   OF   SHIP  JANE,  WHIDBY, 

MASTER 

Lbttbr    vrom  thb   assistant  clbrk  of  thb  Coubt  of  Glaimb, 
TRAKsmrriNO  a  coft  of  thb  conclusion   of  law  in  thb  French 

CFOLIATION    CASB  RELATING  TO  THB  VESSEL  SHIP  JaNB,  JoHN  WhIDBT, 

MA8TBB.    * 

DaoBMBBB  6,  1907.— Refenred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed 


Court  of  Claims, 
Washington,  D.  C,  December  4,  1907. 
Sib:    Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit 
herewith  the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20, 
1885,  in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  findings 
by  the  court  relating  to  the  vessel  ship  Jane,  John  Whidby,  master. 
I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


(Court  of  Clabna.    Frexioh  spollatloiu.  Act  of  January  20, 1885;  23  Stat.  L.,  283.    Vol.  1,  Sopplenieiit 

to  R.  8.,  2d  ed.,  471.  Vessel,  ship  Jane,  John  Whidby,  master.] 
Kg.  of 
tmm.  Claimant. 

1S70.    J.  Cleeman  Pannill,  administrator  of  Robert  Colquhoun,  v.  The  United  States. 

This  case  was  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  21st  day  of  October,  1907. 

The  claimant  was  represented  by  L.  C.  Cleeman,  and  the  United  States,  defend- 
ant, by  the  Attorney-General,  through  his  assistant  in  the  Department  of  Justice, 
John  W.  Trainer,  witn  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney-General  J.  A.  Van  Orsdel* 

CONCLUSION   OF  LAW. 

The  court,  npon  the  evidence,  and  after  considering  the  same,  decides  that  the  claim 
herein  was  not  included  in  the  private  claims  relinquished  under  the  second  article 
of  the  treaty  concluded  between  the  United  States  and  France  on  the  30th  day  of 
September,  1800;  that  it  was  a  claim  relinquished  under  the  ninth  article  of  the 
treaty  concluded  between  the  United  States  and  Spain  on  the  22d  day  of  February, 
1819,  and  was  paid  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the  proviFions  of  said  treaty,  and  that 
the  court  has  no  jurisdiction  thereof  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1855.  (23  Stat.  L., 
283.) 

By  thb  Court. 

Ffled,  October  28,  1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  loth  day  of  November,  1907. 

[sxAL.]  John  Randolph, 

AmitarU  Clerk  Court  qf  Claimi. 

o 


^H  ^^^ }  HOUSE  OF  BEPRE8ENTATIVBS  {  ^^^^^^SS"" 


FINDINGS  IN  CA.SE  OF  SHIP  KITTY 

LSTTBR     FROM     THE      ASSISTANT     CLERK     OF    THE     GOURT    OF    ClADCS 
TRANSMITTINO    A    COPT    OF    THE  CONCLUSIONS  OF  LAW  AND  OF  FACT   IN 

THE  French  spoliation  cases  relatino  to  the  vessel  ship  Kittt, 
Hugh  McPhbrson,  master 

December  6,  1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed 


Court  of  Claims, 
WasTiington,  D,  C,  December  4,  1907. 
Sm:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims^  I  transmit  here- 
with the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  Januanr  20, 1885, 
in  the  French  spoUation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  findings  by 
the  court  relating  to  the  vessel  ship  Kittys  Hugh  McPherson,  master. 
I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claima. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  oftJie  House  of  RepreserUatives. 


[Court  of  Claims.    Franota  spoliations.    Act  of  January  20, 1885;  23  Stat.  L.,  283.    VoL  1, 

to  B.  B.,  2d  ed.,  471.    Vessel  ship  KiUy,  Hugh  McPherson,  master.] 
No.  of 
ease.  Claimant. 

2693.    Edward  McPherson,  administrator  of  Hugh  McPherson,  v.  The  United  States. 

ThiB  case  was  tried  before  the  Court  of  Gaims  on  the  2l8t  day  of  October,  1907. 

The  claimant  was  represented  by  John  A.  Toomev  and  Leonard  Myers,  and  the 
United  States,  defendants,  by  the  Attorney-General,  through  his  aasistant  in  the 
Department  of  Justice,  John  W.  Trainer,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney-General 
J.  A.  Van  Orsdel. 

CONCLUSION   OP  LAW. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  considering  the  same,  decide  that  the  claim 
herein  was  not  included  in  the  private  claims  relinquished  under  the  second  article  of 
the  treaty  concluded  between  the  United  States  and  France  on  the  30th  day  of  Septem- 
ber, 1800;  that  it  was  a  claim  relinquished  under  the  ninth  article  of  the  treaty  con- 
cluded between  the  United  States  and  Spain  on  the  22d  day  of  February,  1819,  and 
was  paid  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the  provisions  of  said  treaty,  and  that  the  court 
has  no  jurisdiction  thereof  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885  (23  Stat.  L.,  283). 

By  thx  Ooubt. 

Filed  October  28,  1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  15th  day  of  November,  A.  D.  1937. 

[ssAL.J  John  Randolph, 

Assistant  Clerk  Court  qf  CUdmB. 

o 


*^!^Sr"}  HOUSE  OF  BEaPBESENTATIVES  {  ^^]^"" 


FINDINGS  m  CASE  OF  BARK  ALBANT 

LXTTBR  FROM  TEX  ASSISTANT  CLBRK  OF  THE  GOURT  OF  ClAHU 
TRAN8MITKINO  A  COFT  OF  THB  CONCLUSION  OF  LAW  IN  THB  FRENCH 
SPOLIATION    CA8X8  RXLATINO  TO  THE  VESSEL   BARK  ALBANY,  EmANUHL 

Pbady,  master 

DxcBMBBB  6,  1907. — ^Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed 


Court  of  Claims, 
WasUngUm,  D.  C,  December  4,  1907. 
Sm:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit 
herewith  the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20, 
1885.  in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  findings 
by  tne  court  relating  to  the  vessel  bark  Albany ^  Emanuel  Prady, 
master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolp^ 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


(Court  of  ClAlmf.    French  n>oliatioiu.    Act  of  January  20, 1885;  23  Stat.  L.,  283.    Vol.  1,  Sapplamoit 

to  R.  S.,  2a  ed.,  471.    Vessel,  bark  Albany,  Emanuel  Prady,  master.] 
Ko.o< 
ease.  Claimants. 

1173.    Charles  Willing,  adminiBtrator  of  Thomas  M.  Willing,  v.  The  United  States. 
George  W.  Guthrie,  administrator  of  Alexander  Murray,  v.  The  United  States. 
J.  Bayard  Henry,  administrator  of  Andrew  Bayard,  v.  The  United  States. 

These  cases  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  2lBt  day  of  October,  1907. 

The  chiimants  were  represented  by  J.  Bayard  Henry,  and  the  United  States, 
defendants,  by  the  Attorney-General,  through  his  assistant  in  the  Department  of 
Justice,  John  W.  Trainer,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney-General  J.  A.  Van 
OndeL 

CONCLUSION  OF  LAW. 

The  cotirt,  npon  the  evidence,  and  after  considering  the  same,  decide  that  the  claims 
hereiii  were  not  included  in  the  private  claims  relinquished  under  the  second 
article  of  the  treaty  concluded  between  the  United  States  and  France  on  the  30th 
day  ci  September,  1800;  that  they  were  claims  relinquished  under  the  ninth  article 
of  the  treaty  concluded  between  the  United  States  and  Spain  on  the  22d  day  of 
February,  1819,  and  were  paid  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the  provisions  of  said 
treaty;  and  that  the  court  has  no  jurisdiction  thereof  under  the  act  of  January  20, 
1B85  (23  Stat.  L.,  283). 

By  THB  COUBT. 

filed  October  28, 1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  14th  day  of  November,  1907. 

[jBAk]  John  Randolph. 

AssistarU  Clerk  Court  of  Claimi, 


*^  !^^^ }  HOUSE  OF  REPRE8ENTATIVBS  |  Dcx^rar 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  SCHOONER  INDUSTRY 

Lbttbr  vrom    the   assistant    clerk    of    the   Court   of   Claims 

transmtttino  a  copy  of  thb  conclusion  op  law  in  the  french 

spoliation    case   rblatino   to  the  vessel   schooner    industry, 

Mark  Butts,  master 

December  6,  1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  urdered  to  be 

printed 


Court  of  Claims, 
WdsTvingtonj  D.  C,  December  4,  1907. 
Sm:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit 
herewith  the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20, 
1885,  in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  findings 
by  the  court  relating  to  the  vessel  schooner  Industry,  Mark  Butts, 
master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Court  of  ClAhns.    French  spoliations.    Act  of  January  20, 1885;  23  Stat.  L.,  283.    VoL  1,  Supplement 

to  R.  8..  2d  ed.,  471.     Vessel  schooner  Indiutry,  Mark  Butts,  master.] 
No.  of 

Claimant. 


1831.    E.  Francis  Biggs,  administrator  of  James  Lawrason,  survhring  partner  of  Shreve 
&  Lawrason,  v.  The  United  States. 

This  case  was  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  22d  day  of  April,  1907. 

The  claimant  was  represented  by  John  St.  C.  Brookes,  esq.,  and  the  United  States. 
defendants,  by  the  Attorney-General,  through  his  assistant  in  the  Department  oi 
Justice,  John  W.  Trainer,  esq.,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney-General  Josiah  A. 
Van  Orsdel. 

CONCLUSION   OP  LAW. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence  and  after  considering  the  same,  decide  that  the  claim 
herein  was  not  included  in  the  private  claims  relinquished  under  the  second  article 
of  the  treaty  concluded  between  the  United  States  and  France  on  the  30th  day  of  Sep- 
tember, 1800;  that  it  was  a  claim  relinquished  under  the  ninth  article  of  the  treaty 
concluded  between  the  United  States  and  Spain  on  the  22d  day  of  February,  1819,  anil 
was  paid  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the  provisions  of  said  treaty,  and  that  the  court  has 
no  jurisdiction  thereof  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885  (23  Stat.  L.,  283). 

By  ths  Coubt. 

Filed  April  29,  1907. 

A  true  copv. 

Test  this  4th  day  of  June,  1907.| 

[bbal.]  loHN  Randolph, 

Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  douiu. 


^^!^^"}  HOUBB  OF  EEPRE8ENTATIVB8  {  Doc^jmr 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  SCHOONER  NANCY,  FOSS, 

MASTEB. 

Lbttbr  vrom  thb  assistant  clerk  of  the  Court  of  Claims 
transmittino  a  coft  of  the  conclusion  of  law  and  of  fact 
IN    THB    French    spoliation    case     relating    to    the     vbssbl 

BGHOONSB    NaNCT,  FoSS,   MASTER 

Dbcbmbsb  5, 1907. — ^Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed 


Court  of  Claims, 
WasTiingtony  D,  (7.,  December  4,  1907. 
Sm:   Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit 
herewith  the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20, 
1885,  in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  findings 
by  the  court  relating  to  the  vessel  schooner  Nancy,  Foss,  master. 
I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph. 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


(Oooit  of  CUimi.    Frendh  fpollatlons.    Act  of  January  20, 1885:  23  Stat.  L.,  283.    VoL  1,  Supplement 

to  B.  8.,  ad  ed.,  471.    Vessel  schooner  Nancy,  Foss,  master.] 
No.oC 
case.  Claimant. 

3196.    Edmund  Waddill,  jr. ,  adminiBtrator  of  Jedediah  Leeds,  v.  The  United  States. 

This  case  was  tried  before  the  Court   of  Claims  on  the  2d  day  of  April.  1907. 

The  claimant  was  represented  by  Curtis  &  Pickett,  and  the  United  States,  defend- 
ants, by  the  Attorney-General,  through  his  assistant  in  the  Department  of  Justice, 
John  W.  Trainer,  witn  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney-General  Josiah  A.  Van  Orsdel. 

CONCLUSION  or  LAW. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  considering  the  same,  decide  that  the  claim 
herein  arose  subsequent  to  the  conclusion  of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States 
and  France  on  the  30th  day  of  September,  1800;  that  it  was  not  included  in  the 
private  claims  relinquished  under  the  second  article  of  said  treaty,  and  that  the 
oourt  has  no  jurisdiction  thereof  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885  (23  Stat.  L.,  283). 

By  thb  Couet. 

raed,  April  29, 1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  4th  day  of  June,  1907* 

[SBAL.]  John  Randolph, 

Assistant  Clerky  Court  of  Claims* 


^^^^m^}  HOUSE  OF  REPBE8BNTATIVBS  {  ^^otmm 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  SCHOONER  NANCY,  JOIIES, 

MASTER 

Letter  from  the   assistant    clerk   of  the    Coubt  or  GLAim, 

TRANSMITTINO  A  COPT  OF    THE    CONCLUSION    OF    LAW    IN    THE    FRENCH 
BFOLIATION    CASES    RELATINO   TO   THE    VESSEL    SCHOONBB  NaNGT,  JOHN 

Jones,  master 

December  5,  1907 .—Eef erred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordeiad  to  bo 

printed 


CouBT  OF  Claims^ 
WdsMngtoUy  D.  C,  December  ^,  1907. 
Sm:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit 
herewith  the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  aO| 
1885.  in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  finHinga 
by  tne  court  relating  to  the  vessel  schooner  Nancy,  John  JontSi 
master. 

I  am,  very  respectfuUy,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph. 
Assistcmt  Clerk  Court  of  Claim$. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  RepreserUaiwea. 


[Court  of  CUkinu.    French  spoliations.    Act  of  January  20, 1885;  23  Stat.  L.,  283.    VoL  1, 
to  R.  B.,  2a  ed.,  471.    Vessel,  schooner  Nam  y,  John  Jones,  maater.] 


No.  of 

ClAimants. 


948.    David  Stewart  and  John  E .  Semmes,  receivers  of  the  Baltimore  Insurance  Com- 
pany, V.  The  United  States. 
4156.    David  Stewart,  administrator  of  John  Arnold  and  Samuel  Arnold,  v.  The  United 

States. 

These  cases  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  22d  day  of  April,  1907. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  Frank  P.  Clark,  esq.,  and  the  United  States, 
defendants,  by  the  Attorney-General,  through  his  assistant  in  the  Department^ 
Justice,  John  W.  Trainer,  esq.,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attomey-Orencnd  Josiah  Yaii 
Oisdel. 

CONCLUSION  OF  LAW. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  considering  the  same,  decide  that  the  daims 
herein  arose  subsequent  to  the  conclusion  of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States 
and  France,  on  the  30th  day  of  September,  1800;  that  they  were  not  included  in  tfie 
private  claims  relinquishea  under  the  second  article  of  said  treaty,  and  tliat  the 
court  has  no  jurisdiction  thereof  under  the  act  of  January  20, 1885  (&  Stat.  L.,  S88). 

Bt  thb  Covaf!» 

Filed,  April  29,  1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  4th  day  of  June,  1907. 

[ssAL.]  John  Randolph, 

•  AMiitUmt  CUth  Oowrt  </  Omis. 


•™  22Sr"}  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  {  ^^^^^^5^™* 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  SCHOONER  POLLY  AND 

BETSEY 

Larm  from  thb    assistant    clerk    of  thb   Court  of  Claims 

TRAN8MITTINO    A    COFT    OF    THE    CONCLUSION    OF    LAW  IN    THE  FRENCH 
•ffOUATION     CASE    RELATING    TO    THE    VESSEL    SCHOONER    POLLY    AND 

Betsey,  John  Wiley,  master 

DiGuaBB  6»  1907. — Releired  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed 


Court  op  Claims, 
Washingtony  D.  C,  December  4,  1907. 
Sot:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit 
lierewiih  the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20, 
1886.  in  the  French  spoUation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  findings 
by  ttie  court  relating  to  the  vessel  schooner  Polly  and  Betsey^  Jomi 
Wiley,  master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc.; 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  cf  Bepresentatwes. 


fOooit  o<  Qaimi.    French  fpoHatioDB.    Act  of  January  20, 1885;  23  Stat.  L.,  283.    Vol.  1.  Sopptanunt 
to  B.  8.»  3d  ed.,  471.    Vessel  sehooner  Pouy  cmd  Betsey,  John  Wiley,  master.] 

cmm  Claimant. 

2876.    linac  H.  Boardman,  administrator  of  Moses  Brown,  v.  The  United  States 

This  case  was  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  22d  day  of  April,  1907. 

Tbe  claimant  was  represented  by  Curtis  &  Pickett,  and  the  Unitea  States,  defend- 
ants, by  the  Attorney-General,  through  his  assistant  in  the  Department  of  Justice, 
John  W.  Trainer,  witn  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney-General  Josiah  A.  Van  Orsdel. 

OONGLUSION  OF  LAW. 

TIm  court,  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  considering  the  same,  decide  that  the  claim 
beran  was  not  included  in  the  private  claims  relinquished  under  the  second  article 
of  tiie  treaty  concluded  between  the  United  States  and  France  on  the  SOth  day  of 
September,  1800;  that  it  was  relinquished  under  the  ninth  article  of  the  treaty  con- 
doded  between  the  United  Slates  and  Spain  on  the  22d  day  of  February,  1819,  and 
warn  paid  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the  provisions  of  said  treaty;  and  that  the  court 
hm  no  jurisdiction  thereof  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885  (23  Stat.  L.,  283). 

Bt  thb  Goubt. 

YaedApnl20,1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Tent  this  4th  day  of  June,  1907. 

{nail.]  John  Randolph, 

AssistarU  Clerk  Court  of  CUami, 


^^!^2^}  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  { ^^^^^^^S*" 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  SCHOONEB  SAIXY,  DUNHAM, 

MASTEB 

Lbttbr    from    the    assistant   glbrk   of   the    Court  of  Olahis 

TRANSMrmNO  A  COPY  OP    THB    CONCLUSION    OP    LAW    IN    THB   FrBNCH 
8FOLIATION      CASES     RSLATINO     TO     THE     VESSEL      SCHOONER      SaUiT, 

Paul  Dunham,  master 

December  6,  1907. — Referred  to  the  Ck>minittee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed 


Court  of  Claims, 
Washington^  D.  C,  Decemier  4$  1907. 
Sm:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit 
heremth  the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20, 
1885.  in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  findings 
by  the  court  relating  to  the  vessel  schooner  SaUy^  Paul  Dunham, 
master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yoiurs,  etc., 

John  Randolfbl 
Aasistami  Clerk  Court  of  CloMnM. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatwes. 


[Court  of  Claims.    French  ipoUatloiu.    Act  of  January  20, 1885;  23  Stat.  L.,  283.    VoL  1, 

to  K.  8.,  2d  Ed.,  471.    Vessel,  schooner  SaUVt  Paul  Dunham,  maaterj 
No.  of 
case.  Claimants. 

1210.    Charles  F.  Adams,  adminifitrator  of  Peter  C.  Brooks,  r.  The  United  States. 
2258.    Henry  W.  Blagge  and  Susan  B.  Samuels,  administrators  of  Crowell  Hatch,  V. 

The  United  States. 
2867.    William  C.  Williamson,  administrator  of  Elisha  Doane,  v.  The  United  States. 

These  cases  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  22d  day  of  April,  1907. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  Curtis  &  Pickett,  and  Edward  Lander,  and  the 
United  States  by  the  Attorney-General,  through  his  assistant  in  the  Department  of 
Justice,  John  W.  Trainer,  esq.,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney-General  Jodah  A. 
Van  Orsdel. 

CONCLUSION   OP  LAW. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  considering  the  same,  decide  that  the  claims 
herein  arose  subsequent  to  the  conclusion  of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States 
and  France  on  the  30th  day  of  September,  1800;  that  they  were  not  included  in  the 
private  claims  relinquished  under  the  second  article  of  the  said  treaty;  and  that  the 
court  has  no  jurisdiction  thereof  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885  (23  Stat.  L.,  288). 

Bt  THB  Gousr. 

PUed  April  29,  1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  4th  day  of  June,  1907. 

[seal.]  John  Randolph, 

AMiiitofU  OUrk  Oowrt  qf  (Samt. 


*^  ItoST"}  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  {  I><w^ment 


FINDINGS  TS  CASE  OF  SCHOONEB  DAISY  MAID 

Letter  prom   the    assistant    clerk    of   the   Court    of  Claucs 

translcnrino  a  copy  op  the  conclusions  of  law  and  op  pact  in 

THE  French  spoliation  case   relating  to  the  vessel  schooner 

Daibt  Maid,  John  Garde,  master 

DiCBMBXB  5y  1907. — Referred  to  the  ComiDittee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  of  Claims, 

Washington,  D.  C,  December  4,  1907. 
Sib:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims^  I  transmit 
herewith  the  conclusions  of  fact  and  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of 
January  20,  1885,  in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  an- 
nexed findings  by  the  court  relating  to  the  vessel  schooner  Dairy 
Maidf  John  uardfe,  master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


(Coart  o(  ClAlms.    French  spoliatloma.    Act  of  January  20, 1885;  23  Stat.  L.,  283.    \fo1. 1,  Supplement 

to  B.  8.,  2d  Ea.,  4n.    Veasel,  schooner  Dairy  Maid,  John  Oarde,  master.] 
No.o( 
aMe.  Claimant. 

237S.    Ann  Elizabeth  Marshall,  administratrix  of  William  Robb,  v.  The  United  States. 


PRELIMINARY  STATEMENT. 

Tliis  case  was  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  30th  day  of  April,  1902. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  Theodore  J.  Pickett,  William  T.  S.  Curtis,  and 
John  E.  Semmes,  esqs.,  and  the  United  States,  dofondants,  by  the  Attorney-General, 
thioogh  his  assistant  in  the  Department  of  Justice,  John  W.  Trainer,  esq.,  with  whom 
was  Awristant  Attorney-General  Louis  A.  Fradt. 

CONCLUSIONS   OF  FACT. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence  and  after  hearing  the  arguments  and  considering  the 
■me  with  the  oriefs  of  counsel  on  each  side,  determine  tne  facts  to  be  as  follows: 

I.  The  schooner  Dairy  Maid,  John  Garde,  master,  sailed  on  a  commercial  voyage  in 
the  month  of  December,  1794,  from  Baltimore  bound  to  (iranada. 

Tbe  only  evidence  offered  as  to  the  capture  and  condemnation  of  said  vessel  is  con- 
tained in  an  extract  from  a  *'  List  of  judgments  rendered  in  prize  cases  at  Guadidoupe," 
which  is  as  follows: 

"  Jannaiv  16,  1795.  The  schooner  Dairy  Maid,  Captain  John  Gardes,  prize  taken  by 
the  lepulmcan  corvette  Regicide,  Captain  Fainchaud.    Good  prize;  enemy's  prop- 

tt  is  also  stated  in  an  abstract  of  registers,  port  of  Baltimore,  in  reference  to  the  Dairy 


MmL  the  following: 


fessel  condemned  by  the  French  at  Graudaloupe.    Register  detained— proved  30 


2  SOHOONZB  DAIBY  MAID. 

No  decree  is  produced  ahowing  grounds  of  condemnation,  nor  any  protest  showing 
circumstances  oi  seizure. 

II.  TheDoiry  if  aid  was  a  duly  registered  vessel  of  the  United  States  of  49  6-95  tons 
burthen;  was  built  in  Virginia  m  the  year  1792  and  was  owned  by  William  Robb,  a 
citizen  of  the  United  States  residing  in  Baltimore. 

III.  The  cargo  of  the  Dmry  Maid  consisted  of  rice,  flour,  beef,  apples,  seeds,  shingieB, 
pork,  bread,  and  com,  and  was  owned  by  said  William  Robb,  the  owner  of  the  voasoL 

I V.  The  loss  by  reason  of  said  seizure  was  as  follows: 

The  value  of  the  vessel 91,700.00 

The  freight  earnings 826. 00 

The  value  of  the  cargo 2,805.78 

Amounting  in  all  to 5,330.78 

T.  The  claimant  herein  has  produced  letters  of  administration  upon  the  estate  of  the 
party  for  whom  she  appears,  and  has  otherwise  proved  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  court 
that  said  William  Rodd  is  the  same  person  who  suffered  loss  by  the  seizure  and  con- 
demnation of  the  Dmry  Maid  as  set  forth  in  the  preceding  findings. 

VI.  Said  claim  was  not  embraced  in  the  convention  between  the  United  States  and 
the  Republic  of  France  concluded  on  the  30th  day  of  April,  1803.  It  was  not  a  claim 
growing  out  of  the  acts  of  France  allowed  and  paid  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the  pro- 
visions of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States  and  Spain  concluded  on  the  22a  of 
February,  1819,  and  was  not  allowed  in  whole  or  in  part  under  tiie  provisions  of  the 
treaty  between  the  United  States  and  France  of  the  4th  of  July,  1831. 

The  claimant  in  her  representative  capacity  is  the  owner  of  said  claim,  which  has 
never  been  assigned. 

CONCLUSION   OF  LAW. 

The  court  decides  as  conclusion  of  law  that  the  evidence  is  insufficient  to  establish 
a  valid  claim  against  France  and  that  the  claimant  is  not  entitled  to  recover  from  the 
United  States. 

Bt  ths  Coubt* 
FaedMayl2,  1902. 
A  true  copy. 

Test  this  5th  day  of  June,  1907. 
[seal.]  John  Randolph, 

AuMtami  Clerk  Court  qf  Claim$. 


^^IsSSIT"}  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  {  Docwbnt 


FINDINGS  IN  THE  CASE  OF  SCHOONER  ANNE 

Lbttbr    from    the   assistant  glxrk   or  thb   Goxtrt    ov    Claims 

TRANSMITTINO  A  COFT  OV  THE    CONCLUSIONS    OV    LAW  AND    OV   VAGT   IK 

THB  French  spoliation  cases  relating  to  the  vessel  schooner 
Anne,  Benjamin  Prince,  master 

DiciMBBR  5.  1907. — ^Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed 


Court  op  Claims, 
Washington,  D.  C,  December  4f  1907. 
Sm:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit 
herewith  the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20, 
1886,  in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  findings 
by  the  court  relating  to  the  vessel  schooner  Ann^,  Benjamin  Prince, 
master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


(Cooit  of  CUinu.    French  spoliations.    Act  of  January  20, 1886;  23  Stat.  L.,  283.    Vol.  1,  Bopplement 

to  R.  B.,  2d  ea.,  171.    Vessel  schooner  Anii^,  Benjamin  Prince,  master.] 
No.  of 
fira  Claimant. 

M94.  Nathan  Cleaves,  administrator  of  Beneiah  Merrill,  v.  The  United  States. 
M96.  Nathan  Cleaves,  administrator  of  Hueh  McLellan,  v.  The  United  States. 
5&03.     Nathan  Geaves,  administrator  of  Natnan  Merrill,  v.  The  United  States. 

These  cases  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  22d  day  of  April,  1907. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  John  St.  C.  Brookes,  esq.,  and  the  United 
8tAte8,  defendants,  by  the  Attorney-General,  through  his  assistant  in  the  Depart- 
ment of  Justice,  John  W.  Trainer,  esq.,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney-General 
Josiah  A.Van  Orsdel. 

CONCLUSION   OP  LAW. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  considering  the  same,  decide  that  the  claims 
herein  were  not  included  in  the  private  claims  lelinqiiisbed  under  the  second  article 
of  the  treaty  concluded  between  the  United  States  and  France  on  the  30th  day  of 
September,  1800;  that  they  were  claims  relinquished  under  the  ninth  article  of  the 
treftty  concluded  between  the  United  States  and  Spain  on  the  22d  day  of  February, 
IB  19,  and  were  paid  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the  provisions  of  said  treaty;  and  that 
the  court  has  no  jurisdiction  thereof  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885.  (23  Stat.  L., 
283.) 

By  the  Court. 

FUed  April  29,  1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  4th  day  of  June,  1907. 

[■BAi..]  John  Randolph, 

Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claimi. 
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•^  ^?J^  }  HOUSE  OF  BEFRE8ENTATI VES  {  I>oo^«K« 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  SCHOONER  WHIM 

LbITBB     from    THB    ASfiXSTANT    OLBBK     OV     THB    GOXTRT     OV     GlAUCS 

TRANSMirriNO    A    COFT  OV    THX    CONCLUSION    OF    LAW  IN    THB    FrBNOH 

■FOLIATION   GASB8   BSLATINO   TO  THB    YBB8BL   8CH00NBB  WhUC,  PbTBB 

Fbtb,  HASTBB. 

Dbcbmbbb  5,  1907.— Referred  to  the  Gommittee  on  daima  and  ordered  to  be 

printed 


CoTJET  OP  Claims, 
Washington,  D.  C,  December  4,  1907. 
Sib:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit 
herewith  the  conclusion^  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20, 
1885.  in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  findings 
by  tne  court  relating  to  the  vessel  schooner  Whim,  Peter  Frye, 
master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph^ 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  (he  House  of  Representatives. 


(Court  of  Clatmi.    French  spoliatioiiB.    Act  of  January  20. 1886:  23  Stat.  L.,  283.    VoL  1,  Bapplemfint 

to  R.  8.,  2a  ed.,  471.    Vessel  schooner  YFAim,  Peter  Frye,  master.] 
No.  of 
OMB.  Claimanti. 

98.    William  Gray,  adminiBtrator,  etc.,  v.  The  United  Stateu. 
1030.    George  Peabody,  surviving  executor  of  Joseph  Peabody,  v.  The  United  States. 
2371.    Francis  Cox,  aoministrator  of  John  Bar,  v.  The  United  States. 

Francis  L.  Lowell,  administrator  of  Benjamin  Goodhue,  v.  The  United  States. 

Horatio  P.  Pierson,  administrator  of  Abel  Lawrence,  v.  The  United  States. 

Charles  8.  Nichols,  administrator  of  Ichabod  Nichols,  v.  The  United  States. 

George  M.  Whipple,  administrator  of  John  Norris,  v.  The  United  States. 

David  Pingree,  administrator  of  Thomas  Perkins,  v.  The  United  States. 

Henry  Gardner,  surviving  executor  of  Nathaniel  West,  v.  The  United  States. 
2406.    Horace  B.  Sargent^  jr.,  administrator  of  Daniel  Sargent,  v.  The  United  States. 
2565.    Fisher  Ames,  administrator  of  Fisher  Ames,  v.  The  United  States. 
3062.    Horace  B.  Saigent,  jr.,  administrator  of  Daniel  Sargent,  v.  The  United  States, 
6255.    Charles  H.  Adams,  administrator  of  Henry  Gardner,  v.  The  United  States. 

These  cases  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  21st  day  of  October,  1907. 

Tlie  daimants  were  represented  by  Charles  W.  Claggett,  Curtis  <x  Pickett,  Edward 
Linder,  and  Georee  A.  King,  and  the  United  States,  defendants,  by  the  Attorney- 
General  throu^  his  assistant  in  the  Department  of  Justice,  John  W.  Trainer,  with 
i^om  was  Asnstant  Attorney-General  J.  A.  Van  Orsdel. 

CONCLUSION  or  LAW. 

Tlie  ooart,  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  considering  the  same,  decide  that  the  claims 
herein  aiose  sabsequent  to  the  conclusion  of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States 
Mid  Fiaoce  on  the  30th  day  of  September,  1800;  that  they  were  not  included  in  the 


2  80HOO] 

private  claima  relinouiahed  under  die  teooiid  stide  of  wtid  tie^,  snd  floift  ^e 
court  haa  no  jurisdiction  tbraraol  WKler  the  act  of  Jannaiy  90, 1885  (S  Stat.  L.,  288). 

Bt  noi  CouBT. 
Filed  Octob^  2$.  1907. 
A  true  copy. 

Teat  tliia  lath  day  ol  NoTemher,  1907. 
[hbal.]  Jonr  RaimoLFH. 

'    '^      CUriOamiqfClaimM. 


^^iawST"}  HOUSE  OP  REPBE8ENTATIVES  |  DcK^Mirr 


FINDHrOS  IN  CASE  OF  SCHOONER  PEGGY 

LbTTBR     from      THB     ASaiflTANT     OLBRK     OV      THB     GOTTRT    OV     GlAUCS 
TRAMSMITTINO    A    COFT    OV    THB    CONCLUSION    OV    LAW    IN    THX    FRENCH 
SPOLDLTION  CA8B8   RSLATINO   TO  THB    VBSSEL  SCHOONBR  PbQOT,  QbOBGB 
Bbnton,  MASTBR 

DxcBMBBR  5,  1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  ClaimB  and  ordered  to  be 

printed 


CJoTJET  OF  Claims, 
Washington,  D.  C,  December  4,  1907. 
Snt:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Clauus  I  transmit 
herewith  the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20, 
1885,  in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  findings 
by  tne  court  relating  to  the  vessel  schooner  Peggy ,  (}eorge  Benton, 
master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  Q.  Cannon, 

Speaker  qfihe  House  of  Representatives. 


(Conzt  of  Claims.    French  fpolUtlons.    Act  of  January  20, 1885;  23  Stat.  L.,  28S.    VoL  1,  Sappkment 
to  R.  8.,  2d  ed.,  401.    VesMl  schooner  Peggy,  George  Benton,  master." 

Ko.of 

oaaa  Clatanants. 

402.    Mary  A.  Williams,  administratrix  of  Ezekiel  Williams,  v.  The  United  States. 
1364.    George  G.  Sill,  administrator  of  John  Ghenevard,  v.  The  United  States. 

These  cases  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  2l8t  day  of  October,  1907. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  A.  S.  Hutchins  and  George  G.  Sill,  and  the 
United  States,  defendants,  by  the  Attorney-General,  through  his  assistant  in  the 
Department  of  Justice,  John  W.  Trainer,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney-General 
J.  ATVan  OradeL 

coNcinrsioN  of  law. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  considering  the  same,  decide* that  the  claims 
herein  arose  subsequent  to  the  conclusion  of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States 
and  France  on  the  30th  day  of  September,  1800;  that  tney  were  not  included  in  the 
private  claims  relinquished  under  the  second  article  of  said  treaty,  and  that  the 
court  has  no  jurisdiction  thereof  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885  {23  Stat.  L.,  283). 

Bt  ths  Court. 
FQed  October  28, 1907. 
A  true  copy. 

Test  this  16th  day  of  November,  1907. 
[■SAL.]  John  Randolph, 

Assistant  Clerk  Court  qf  Claims, 


^^^ST"}  HOUSE  OF  BEPEBSENTATIVBB  {  ^^^^^^J"" 


FINDINGS   IN   CASE    OF    SCHOONEB  REOUULTOB, 

SMITH,  MASTER 

Letter   from  the   assistant    clerk  ov  the  Court    or  Gladcs 

tran8mittino    a    coft    of    the     gonglusion    of    law     in    the 

French   spoliation    cases    relating   to    the    vessel    schooner 

Regulator,  Hugh  Smith,  master 

December  5,  1907. — ^Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed 


CJouBT  OP  Claims, 
Washington^  D.  C,  December  4,  1907. 
Sm:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Qaims,  I  tranamit 
herewith  the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20, 
1885,  in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  findings 
by  the  court  relating  to  the  vessel  schooner  Regulator ^  Hugh  Smith, 
master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Aisistant  Clerk  Court  of  Ctaima. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  RepresenUUiveB. 


(Court  of  Claims.    French  spoliationfl.    Act  of  Januarv  20, 1885;  23  Stat.  L.,  28S.    VoL  1,  i 

to  R.  S.,  2d  ed.,  471.    Vessel  sdiooner  ReftvkUor,  Hugh  Smith,  master.] 
No.  of 
caso.  Claimants. 

1^7.    The  President  and  Directors  of  the  Insurance  Company  of  North  America  •• 

The  United  States. 
1400.    N.  Dubois  MiUer,  administrator,  et  al.,  v.  The  United  States. 

These  cases  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  2l8t  day  of  October,  1907. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  J.  Bayard  Henry,  and  the  United  States^  defend- 
ants,  by  the  Attorney-General,  through  his  assistant  in  the  Department  of  Justice,  John 
W.  Trainer,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney-General  J.  A.  Van  Orsdel. 

CONCLUSION   OP  LAW. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  considering  the  same,  decide  that  the  claims 
herein  arose  subsequent  to  the  conclusion  of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States 
and  France  on  the  30th  day  of  September,  1800;  that  they  were  not  included  in  the  pri- 
vate claims  relinquished  under  the  second  article  of  said  treaty;  and  that  the  court 
has  no  jurisdiction  thereof  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885  (23  Stat.  L.,  283). 

Bt  ths  Coubt. 

Filed  October  28,  1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  16th  day  of  November,  1907, 

[8BAL.1  John  RANDOim, 

AMiiitant  CUrh  Court  </  Ocmiii. 


^SSIir*}  HOUSE  OF  EEPRE8ENTATIVE8  {  Documeht 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  SCHOONER  RUTH 

Lbttsb   vrom   thb   assistant    clerk  or   thb  Coubt  of  Oladcs 

TSANSMimNO  A   COFT    OP   THB   CONCLUSION    OF   LAW    IN    THB    FrBNCH 
BPOLUnON  CASBS  RELATING  TO  THE  VESSEL  SCHOONER  RUTH,  DaNIBL 

Satard,  master 

Dxcsmbbb  6,  1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered   to  be 

printed 


CoTJBT  OP  Claims, 
Washington,  D.  C,  December  4,  1907, 
Sib:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Clahns,  I  transmit 
herewith  the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20, 
1885.  in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  findings 
by  tlie  court  relating  to  the  vessel  schooner  Buihy  Daniel  Sayard, 
master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  RANDOLra^ 
Assistant  Cleric  Court  of  Cmma. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  ofihe  House  of  Representatives. 


fOoort  ol  Gtetani.    Ffenoh  fpoUatlonfl.    Act  of  January  20. 1885;  23  Stat.  L.,  283.    VoL  1,  Sapplenieiil 

to  B.  8.,  2a  td.,  471.    Vessel  schooner  BtUh,  Daniel  Sayard,  master.] 
]lo.ol 

•MS.  Claimant. 

S874.    John  E.  Dearborn,  administrator  of  Seth  Woodbury,  v.  The  United  States. 

Tliis  case  was  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  2l8t  day  of  October,  1907. 

The  claimant  was  represented  by  J.  W.  Butterfield,  and  the  United  States,  defend- 
ants, br  the  Attorney-General,  through  his  assistant  in  the  Department  of  Justice, 
John  W.  Trainer,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney-General  J.  A.  Van  OrsdeL 

CONCLUSION   OF  LAW. 

The  ooQTt,  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  considering  the  same,  decide  that  the  claim 
herein  arose  subsequent  to  the  conclusion  of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States 
and  Fnmce  on  the  30th  day  of  September,  1800;  that  it  was  not  included  in  the  pri- 
TSte  diunis  relinquished  under  the  second  article  of  said  treaty;  and  that  the  court 
has  no  jurisdiction  thereof  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885  (23  Stat.  L.,  283). 

Bt  the  Goubt. 
FOmI  October  28, 1907.   . 


A  tree  copy. 

Test  this  liith  day  of  November,  1907. 

IsBAL.]  John  Randolph, 

AMiistant  Clerk  Court  (/  CUdms. 


^a  IsSJST"  }  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  I  ^^®^^J™* 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  SCHOONER  TWO  BBOTHEBS 

Letter    fbom   the   assistant    clerk   or  the    Court  or  Cladcb 
transmittino  a  copy  of  the  conclusion  of  law  in  the  french 
spoliation  cases  relating  to  the  vessel  schooner  two  brothers^ 
John  Ltmburner,  master 

December  6,  1907. — Referred  to  the  Gomniittee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed 


Court  op  Claims, 
Washington^  D.  C,  December  4,  1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claijis,  I  transmit 
herewith  the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  «;f  January  20, 
1885,  in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  findings 
by  the  court  relating  to  the  vessel  schooner  Tvx>  Brothers^  John 
Lymbumer,  master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  CovH  of  Claims^ 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Court  of  Claims.    French  spoliations.    Act  of  January  20. 1885;  23  Stat.  L.,  383.    Vol.  1,  Supplanm^ 

to  R.  S.,  2d  ed.,  471.    Vessel  schooner  Two  Brothers,  John  Lymbumer,  master.] 
No.  of 
case.  Claimant. 

537.  Horatio  J.  Locke,  administrator  of  John  Lymbumer,  v.  The  United  States. 

1059.  Langley  J.  Hoag,  administrator  of  Robert  Miller,  v.  The  United  States. 

3182.  Charles  F.  Adams,  administrator  of  Peter  C.  Brooks,  v.  The  United  States. 

3662.  Charles  T.  Lovering,  administrator  of  Joseph  Taylor,  v.  The  United  States. 

3889.  George  C.  Miller,  administrator  of  James  Miller,  v.  The  United  States. 

These  caaes  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  2l8t  day  of  October,  1907. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  Allan  Rithorford.  L.  Deane,  Curtis  &  Pickett, 
and  Lawrence  Lewis,  jr.,  and  the  United  States,  defendant8,by  the  Attorney-General 
through  his  a.*«istant  in  the  Department  of  Justice,  John  W.  Trainer,  with  whom 
was  Assistant  Attorney-General  J.  A.  Van  Orsdel. 

CONCLUSION    OF  LAW. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence  and  after  considerinjo:  the  same,  decide  that  the  claims 
herein  arose  subsequent  to  the  conclusion  of  the  tn^atv  between  the  United  States 
and  France  on  the  30th  day  of  September,  1800:  that  they  were  not  included  in  the 
private  claims  relinquished  under  the  second  article  of  the  said  treaty,  and  that  the 
court  has  no  jurisdiction  thereof  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885  (23  Stat.  L.,  283). 

Bt  the  Coubt. 

Filed  October  18,  1907. 

A  tru(^  copy. 

Test  this  18th  day  of  November,  1907 

[seal.]  Johk  Randolph, 

Assistcmt  Clerk  Court  (/  ClamM. 

o 


ij«!toSr"}  HOUSE  OP  BEPRE8ENTATIVES  {  Doctobot 


FINDINOS    IN   CASE    OF  SCHOONER   PARAGON 

Laim  FROM  THB  ASSISTANT  GLBRK  OV  THB  GOUBT  OV  ClADIS 
TRANSMTTTINO  A  COFT  OF  THB  CONCLUSION  OF  LAW  IN  THB  FbBNOH 
BFOLLATION    CA8B8    BBLATING    TO    THB     YBSSEL     SGHOONBB  PaBAQON, 

Stbfhbn  Gbant,  master 

Dbcbmbbb  6y  1907. — ^Befenred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed 


CouBT  OP  Claims, 
WasTiingtoUf  D.  C,  December  4, 1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit 
herewith  the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  n^ct  of  January  20, 
1885.  in  the  French  spoUation  claims  set  out  in  tLe  annexed  findings 
br  tne  court  relating  to  the  vessel  schooner  Pardgon,  Stephen 
Gorant,  master. 

T^  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  RANDOLra, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  Q.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


fOoort  d  CUIina.    Ffenoh  apoUatlons.    Act  of  Janoarv  20, 1885;  23  Stat.  L.,  283.   VoL  1,  Supplement 

to  R.  8.,  ad  ed.,  4n.    Venel  sdiooner  Paragon,  Stephen  Grant,  master.] 
No.  of 
enae.  Claimant. 

72.    William  Gray,  administrator,  etc..  v.  The  United  States. 
983.    Joeeph  Titcomb,  administrator  of  Michael  Wise,  surviving  partner  of  Wise  & 
Grant,  v.  The  United  States. 

Theee  cases  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  2l8t  day  of  October,  1907. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  Charles  W.  Clagett  and  William  T.  S.  Curtis, 
and  the  United  States,  defendants^  by  the  Attorney-General,  through  his  assistant  in 
the  Department  of  Justice,  John  W.  iSrainer,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attomey-Cxen- 
cnl  J.  A.  Van  Ondel. 

CONCLUSION   OF  LAW. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  considering  the  same,  decide  that  the  claims 
herein  aroee  subsequent  to  the  conclusion  of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States 
and  France  on  the  SOth  day  of  September,  1800;  that  they  were  not  included  in  the 
private  claims  relinquished  under  the  second  article  of  said  treaty;  and  that  the  court 
hm  DO  jurisdiction  thereof  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885  (23  Stat.  L.,  283). 

Bt  THB  CoUBT. 

Ffled  October  28, 1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  18th  day  of  November,  1907. 

[sKAXh]  John  Randolph, 

Assistant  Clerk  Court  (/  CUdmi. 

o 


^^!&wSr^}  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  ^  Documbw 
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FINDINOS  IN  CASE  OF  SCHOONER  PAUIilNA 

LSTTBR    FROM     THB     A8SI8TANT    GLBRK     OV    THE     OOURT    OV    CLAIMS, 

TRANtMITTINO    A    COPT    OF    THB    CONCLUSION  OF   LAW  IN    THB    FrBNCH 

SPOLIATION    CA8B    RBLATINO    TO    THB  VBSBBL    8CHOONBR    PaULINA,  Da 

CoSTA,  MA8TBR 

Dbobmbbr  5,  1907.— Referred  to  the  Committee  on   ClaiinB  and  ordered  to  be 

printed 


Court  op  Claims, 
Washington,  D.  C,  Decemher  4,  1907. 
Sm:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit 
herewith  the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20, 
1885,  in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  finHingi^ 
by  the  court  relating  to  the  vessel  schooner  PaiUina,  Da  Co^ta, 
master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph. 
Assistant  Cleric  Cowrt  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  qf  Representaiwes. 


fCourt  d  aataxu.    French  spoliations.    Act  of  Janiutry  20, 1886;  2S  Stat.  L.,  38S.    VoL  1, 
to  R.  &.,  aa  ed.,  471.    Vessel  schooner  Pa«2iiui,  Da  Costa,  master.l 

No.  of 

case.  Claimant. 

1287.    The  President  and  Directors  of  the  Insurance  Company  of  North  America  «• 

The  United  States. 

This  case  was  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  2l8t  day  of  October,  1907. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  J.  Bayard  Henry,  and  the  United  States,  de- 
fendant, by  the  Attorney-General,  through  his  assistant  in  the  Department  of  Justice, 
John  W.  Trainer,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney-General  J.  A.  Van  C^sdel. 

CONCLUSION   OP  LAW. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence  and  after  considering  the  same,  decide  that  the  claim 
herein  arose  subsequent  to  the  conclusion  of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States 
and  France  on  the  30th  day  of  September,  1800;  that  it  was  not  included  in  the  pri- 
vate claims  relinquished  u*n<i(T  the  second  article  of  said  treaty;  and  that  the  ooort 
has  no  jurisdiction  thereof  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885  (23  Stat.  L.,  283). 

Bt  th«  Court. 

Filed  October  28,  1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  18th  day  of  November,  1907. 

[seal.]  John  Randolph, 

Aisi8taTU  Clerk  Court  ^  CUdms. 


m^ui^^}  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  {  I>octrMBNT 


FIXDINOS  IN   CASE   OF   SCHOONER   WILMINGTOX 

PACKET 

Lvmem    fkov    thb    A88I8tant    clbrk    of  the   Court   of   Glatms 

transmimno  a  copt  of  the  conclusion  of  law  in  the  french 

8pollation  ca8b8  rblatino  to  thb  vessel  schooner  wilminqton 

Pagkbt,  Daniel  Francis,  master 

Dbcbmbbb  5,  1907. — ^Referred  to  the  Committee  09  Claims  and  ordered   to   be 

printed 


Court  of  Claims, 
Washington,  D.  C,  December  4,  1907. 
Sm:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit 
herewith  the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20, 
1885.  in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  finding 
by  tne  court  relating  to  the  vessel  schooner  WUinington  Packet, 
Daniel  Francis,  master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Refreseniatives. 


Rooit  of  CUims.    Freneh  spollAtlons.    Act  of  January  20, 1885;  23  Stat.  L..  283.    Vol.  1,  Supplement 

to  R.  8.,  2d  wL,  vl.    Vesael  nhooner  Wilmington  Packet,  Daniel  Francis,  master.] 
Nowd 
ease.  Claimants. 

1512.    Henrv  E.  Young,  administratof  of  Daniel  0*Hara,  v.  The  United  States. 
28M.    Jane  N.  Cosimini,  administratrix  of  Daniel  O'Hara,  v.  The  United  States. 
3296.    Henry  D.  Alexander,  administrator  of  Daniel  Alexander,  v.  The  United  States. 

These  cases  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  2l8t  day  of  October.  1907. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  Curtis  <&  Pickett  and  Robert  Christy,  and  the 

United  States,  defendants,  by  the  Attorney-General,  through  his  assistant  in  the  !><»- 

rrtment  of  Justice,  John  W.  Trainer,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney-General 
A.  Van  Ondel. 

CONCLUSION   OF  LAW. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  considering  the  same,  decide  that  the  claims 
herein  were  not  included  in  the  private  claims  relinquished  under  the  second  artirle 
of  the  treaty  concluded  between  the  United  States  and  France  on  the  30th  day  of 
September,  1800;  that  they  were  claims  relinquished  under  the  ninth  article  of  the 
treaty  concluded  between  the  United  States  and  Spain  on  the  22d  day  of  February, 
1819,  and  were  paid  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the  provisions  of  said  treaty;  and  that 
the  comt  has  no  jurisdiction  thereof  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885  (23  Stat.  L., 

By  thb  Court. 
FDed  October  28, 1907. 
A  true  copy. 

Test  this  16th  day  of  November,  1907. 
[SBAL.]  John  Randolph, 

AuisUmi  CUrh  Court  (/  Clcdmi. 


^$t !^S»" }  HOUSE  OF  BEPRESENTAyi VE8  {  ^^^*°^'^ 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  SCHOONER  NABBT 


Letter    from  the   assistant   clerk    of    the  Ooubt  of  Claims 
transmimnq  a  copt  of  the  conclusion  of  law  in  the  french 

SPOLIATION     GASES     RELATINQ     TO     THE     VESSEL     SCHOONER     NaBBT, 

James  Clifford,  master 

December  5,  1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to    be 

printed 


COTTBT  OF  CLADfS, 

WasTiingtorif  D.  C,  December  4, 1907 
Sm:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  ClaimS;  I  transmit  here- 
with the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885, 
in  the  French  spoUation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  finmngs  by  the 
court  relating  to  the  vessel  schooner  Nahby,  James  Clifford,  master. 
I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph,  ^ 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  GhAmi. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  (he  House  of  Representatives. 


[Court  of  Clatnu.    French  spoliations.    Act  of  January  20. 1885;  2S  Stat.  L..  388.    VoL  1, 

to  R.  S.,  2d  ed..  471.    Vessel  schooner  Nabby,  James  Clifford,  master.] 
No.  of 
case.  Claimants. 

S414.     Isaac  H.  Coffin,  administrator  of  Moses  Carleton,  v.  The  United  States. 
4367.    Albert  G.  Dale,  administrator  of  Timothy  Woodman,  v.  The  United  States. 

These  ca^c^s  were  tried  l^efore  the  Court  of  CJlaims  on  the  2l8t  day  of  October,  1907. 

The  claiTiuinta  wow  r  'presented  by  Henry  Ingalls  and  J.  W.  Butterfield,  and  the 
United  Stales,  defend  nts,  by  the  Attorney-General,  through  his  assistant  in  the 
Department  of  Justice,  John  \V.  Trainer,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney-General 
J.  A.  Van  Oredel. 

•  CONCLUSION    OP  LAW. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  considering  the  same,  decide  that  the  clainM 
herein  arose  subsec^uont  to  the  conclusion  of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States 
and  France  on  the  3()th  day  of  September,  1800;  that  they  were  not  included  in  the  pri- 
vate claims  relinquislied  under  the  second  article  of  said  treaty;  and  that  the  court 
has  no  jurisdiction  thereof  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885  (23  Stat.  L.,  283). 

Bt  the  Court. 

Filed  October  28,  1907. 
A  true  copy. 

Test  this  16th  day  of  November,  1907. 
[seal.]  John  Randolph, 

Assistant  Clerk  Court  </  CZatmt. 


IM^rion^}  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  |  Dootmmw 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  SCHOONER  BOSTON 

Lnmt  FROM  THB  AMUTANT  GLBRK  OV  THB  COUBT  OF  GlAIHS 
TRANSMITTING  A  OOFT  OF  THB  CONCLUSION  OF  LAW  IN  THB  FRENCH 
■FOLLATION     CABB     RELATING     TO     THB     VESSEL      SCHOONER     BoSTON, 

Robert  GHARim>N,  master 

Dbcbmbcr  6,  1907.— Refenred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed 


CoTJBT  OF  Claims, 
WasJdn^on,  D,  (7.,  December  4t  1907. 
Sib:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit  here- 
with the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885, 
in  the  French  spohation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  findings  by  the 
court  relating  to  the  vessel  schooner  Boston,  Robert  Charlton,  master. 
I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistart^  Clerk  Court  of  Clavms. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatwes. 


lOoart  d  Ctetmi.    Franoh  spoliatioiis.    Act  of  January  20, 1885;  23  Stat.  L.,  283.    Vd.  1,  Supplflmflnt 

to  R.  8.»  2d  ed.,  471.    Vessel  schooner  Boiton,  Robert  Charlton,  master.] 
NcoC 

Claimant 


1345.    Henry  Pettit,  administrator  of  Andrew  Pettit  et  al.,  v.  The  United  States. 

This  case  waa  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  21st  day  of  October,  1907. 

The  daimantfl  were  represented  by  J.  Bayard  Henry,  and  the  United  States,  defend- 
ants, bv  the  Attorney-General,  throiigh  his  assistant  in  the  Department  of  Justice, 
John  W.  Trainer,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney-General  J.  A.  Van  Orsdel. 

CONCLUSION   OP  LAW. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  considering  the  same,  decide  that  the  claims 
herein  were  not  included  in  the  private  claims  relinquished  under  the  second  article 
of  the  treaty  concluded  between  the  United  States  and  France  on  the  30th  day  of 
September,  1800;  that  they  were  claims  relinquished  under  the  ninth  article  of  the 
treaty  concluded  between  the  United  States  and  Spain  on  the  22d  day  of  February, 
1819,  and  were  paid  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the  provisions  of  said  treaty;  and  that 
the  court  has  no  jurisdiction  thereof  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885  (23  Stat.  L., 
283). 

Bt  THB   CoUBT. 

Filed  January  28, 1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  16th  day  of  November,  A.  D.  1907. 

[bbal.]  John  Randolph, 

Auistant  Clerk  Court  of  Clinmi, 


^^^^"}  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  |  ^^^^^^J"" 


FINDINGS  IN  OASE  OF  BBIO  PAMEUL 

LbTTSR     from     THB     ASnSTANT     GLBRK     OV    TRB    OOtlBT    09    QLADIS 
TRAN8MITTINO    A    COFT    OF    THS    CONCLUSION    OF    LAW     AND    OF    FACT   . 
IN    THB    FbSNGH    8FOLIATION    CASES    RELATINa  TO   TSS    VBSSCL   BBW 

Pamsla,  JAiftss  Mbbrihbw,  master 

DxcBMBBR  6,  1907.— Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  \m 

printed 


Court  of  Claims, 
WaahingUm,  D.  C.j  December  4, 1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  daimS;  I  transmit  here- 
with the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20.  1885, 
in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  finmngs  by  Uie 
court  relating  to  the  vessel  brig  Pamela^  James  Merrihew,  master. 
I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Ouiims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  (he  House  of  Representatives. 


[CoarlolClAimi.    Fienoh  ipoliations.    Act  of  Janiutry  ao,  18BS;  »  QtAt.  L.,  MS.    VoL  1« 

to  R.  8..  2d  ed.,  4n.    Vessel  brig  Pamela,  Jamet  Menihew,  master.] 
No.  of 

Clsinuuit. 


4597.    LouiB  Duval,  administrator  of  James  S.  Duval,  v.  The  United  States. 

This  case  was  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  22d  dayof  April,  1907. 

The  claimant  was  represented  by  John  C.  Clark,  esq. ,  and  the  United  SUtes,  defend- 
ants, by  the  Attorney-General,  through  his  assistant  in  the  Department  of  Justice, 
John  W.  Trainer,  esq.,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney-General  Jonah  A.  Van 
Orsdel. 

CONCLUSION  or  LAW. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence  and  after  considering  the  same,  decides  that  the  daim 
herein  arose  subsequent  to  the  conclusion  of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States 
and  France  on  the  30th  day  of  September,  1800;  that  it  was  not  included  in  the  pri- 
vate claims  relinquished  under  the  second  article  of  said  treaty,  and  that  the  conit 
has  no  jurisdiction  thereof  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885.    (23  Stat.  L.,  283.) 

Bt  thx  Coubt. 

Filed  April  29,  1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  4th  day  of  June,  1907. 

[seal  ]  John  Randolph, 

AMsistarU  CUrh  Court  af  CWmt. 


^^SilSir"}  HOUSE  OP  REPRESENTATIVES  {  ^^Jgg™* 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  BRIG  BBANDYWINB 

LirniB  FROM  TEB  ASSISTANT  CLBRK  OF  THB  CoURT  OF  GlAIMS 
TRANSMirnNO  A  COFT  OF  THB  CONCLUSION  OF  LAW  IN  THB  FrBNCH 
aPOUATION     CA8B     BBLATINO     TO      THE     VB88EL     BRIO     BbANDTWINB, 

Pbbbt  G.  Abnold,  MASTBB 

Dbcbmbbb  6,  1907.— Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed 


Court  op  Claims, 
Washington^  D.  (7.,  December  4, 1907. 
Snt:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims^  I  transmit  here- 
with the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  Januaiy  20,  1885, 
in  the  French  spoliation  claim  set  out  in  the  annexed  findfings  by  the 
court  relating  to  the  vessel  brig  Brandywine,  Perry  O.  Aiiiold, 
master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  Q.  Cannon, 

SpeaJcer  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


fOoort  of  diuma.    Fraooh  ipoliationfl.    Act  of  January  20, 1885;  23  Stat.  L..  283.    VoL  1,  Sapplemant 

to  R.  S.,  ad  fld.,  471.    VMsel  brig  Brandy  wine,  Peny  0.  Arnold,  master.] 
Nowol 

tmm^  Claimant. 

4465.    Daniel  Watson,  administrator  of  Stephen  Arnold,  v.  The  United  States. 

This  case  was  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  22d  day  of  April,  1907. 

The  claimant  was  represented  hy  Edward  Lander,  esq.,  and  the  United  States 
hy  the  Attorney-General,  through  his  assistant  in  the  Department  of  Jftstice,  John  W. 
Trainer,  esq.,  widi  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney-General  Josiah  A.  Van  Orsdel. 

CONCLUSION  OF  LAW. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  considering  the  same,  decide  that  the  claim 
herein  arose  subsequent  to  the  conclusion  of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States  and 
France  on  the  30th  day  of  September,  1800;  that  it  was  not  included  in  the  pri- 
mate claims  relinquished  under  the  second  article  df  said  treaty;  and  that  the  coiut 
has  DO  jurisdiction  thereof  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885  (23  Stat.  L.,  283). 

Bt  the  Coubt. 

Ffled  April  29,  1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  thia  4th  day  oi  June  1907. 

{uAL.]  John  Randolph, 

AsMiant  Clerk  Court  qf  Claims, 


*^I^Sr"}  HOUSE  OP  REPRESENTATIVES  |  DoojMfBf* 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  SCHOONER  BOSTON 

Lxrmt   ntoM  thb  absistant  glbrk  of  thb    Coubt  of   Claims 

TRANSMITTINO   A   OOFY   OF  THB    CONCLUSION    OF   LAW    IK   THB    PrBNCH 

sfouahon    casb   bblatdto    to   thb    vbssbl    schoonbb    Boston, 

ROBBBT  GhABUTON,   MASTBB 

Dbobmbsb  6,  1907.— Refefred  to  the  Oommittee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed 


Court  of  Claims, 
Washington,  D.  G.,  December  4, 1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit  here- 
with the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885, 
in  the  French  spoUation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  fiincungs  by  the 
court  relating  to  the  vessel  schooner  Boston,  Robert  Charlton,  master. 
I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  GlerJc  Court  of  Glavms. 
Hon.  JosBFH  O.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representa;tives. 


fCooxt  ol  Otatms.    Franoh  spoUatioiiB.    Act  of  January  20, 1885;  23  Stat.  L.,  283.    VoL  1,  SopplaiiMnt 

to  B.  S.,  2d  ed.,  471.    Vessel  schooner  Boston,  Robert  Charlton,  master.] 
No.  of 

Claimant. 


1846.    Henry  Pettit,  administrator  of  Andrew  Pefctit  et  al.,  v.  The  United  States. 

ThiB  case  was  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  2  let  day  of  October,  1907. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  J.  Bayard  Henry,  and  the  United  States,  defend- 
ants, by  the  Attorney-General,  through  his  assistant  in  the  Department  of  Justice, 
John  W.  Trainer,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney-General  J.  A.  Van  Orsdel. 

CONCLUSION   OP  LAW. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  considering  the  same,  decide  that  the  claims 
herein  were  not  included  in  the  private  claims  relinquished  under  the  second  article 
of  the  treaty  concluded  between  the  United  States  and  France  on  the  30th  day  of 
September,  1800;  that  they  were  claims  relinquished  under  the  ninth  article  of  the 
treaty  concluded  between  the  United  States  and  Spain  on  the  22d  day  of  February, 
1819,  and  were  paid  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the  provisions  of  said  treatv;  and  that 
the  court  has  no  jurisdiction  thereof  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885  (23  Stat.  L., 
288). 

Bt  thb  Coxtbt. 

FOed  January  28, 1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  16th  day  of  November,  A.  D.  1907. 

[ssAL.]  John  Randolph, 

Astistant  Clerk  Court  of  Cliams. 


^^^2S^}  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  |  Document 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  BRIG  FELLS  POINT 

Letter    from    the    assistant   clerk   of  the    Court   of  Claims 

transmitting  a  copy   of   the   conclusions  of  fact  and  of  law  in 

THE  French  spoliation  cases  relating  to  the  vessel  brig  Fells 

Point,  Wiluam  Creighton,  master 

Dbcbmbbb  5,  1907. — Referred  to   the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

,  printed. 


Court  of  Claims, 
Washington f  D,  (7.,  December  4, 1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit  here- 
with the  conclusions  of  fact  and  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January 
20,  1885,  in  the  French  spoUation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  find- 
ing by  the  court  relating  to  the  vessel  brig  Fells  Pointy  William 
Creighton,  master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Cleric  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


fCooit  of  Claims.    French  spoliations.    Act  of  January  20, 1885;  23  Stat.  L.,  283.    Vol.  1,  Supplement 
*     toR.  a,2ded.  471.    Vessel  brig  F«2/«  PoinX,  WiUlam  Creighton,  master.] 

Ma  of 


Claimant. 
2451.     Hennan  Stump,  administrator  of  James  Biays,  v.  The  United  States. 

William  Donncll,  administrator  of  John  Donnell,  surviving  partner  of  John 
Donnell  &  Son,  v.  The  United  States.  • 

PRELIMINARY  STATEMENT.    • 

Those  cases  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  30th  day  of  April,  1902. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  Theodore  J.  Pickett,  William  T.  S.  Curtis,  and 
John  E.  Semmee,  esqs.,  and  the  United  States,  defendants,  bv  the  Attorney-General, 
through  his  assistant  in  the  Department  of  Justice,  John  W.  Trainer,  esq.,  with  whom 
was  .distant  Attorney-General  Louis  A.  Pradt. 

CONCLUSIONS  OP  PACT. 

The  Court,  upon  the  evidence  and  after  hearing  the  arguments  and  considering 
the  same  with  tne  briefs  of  counsel  on  each  side,  determine  the  facts  to  be  as  follows: 


The  brig  Fells  PoirU,  William  Creighton,  master,  sailed  on  or  about  the  13th  day 
of  Septemner.  1797,  from  Baltimore  bound  for  Havana.  While  peacefully  pursuing 
■aid  voyage  she  was  seized  on  the  high  seas  by  the  French  privateer  FreloUy  Capt. 
FauI  Lessen,  and  afterwards  both  vessel  and  cargo  condemned  as  good  prize  by  tne 
tribunal  of  prizes  at  Giadaloupe. 

The  gnnmds  of  condemnation  as  set  forth  in  the  list  of  abstracts  of  judgments  ren- 
dered in  priae  cases  by  the  tribunal  of  prizes  at  Guadaloupe,  from  the  14th  of  October, 
17M,  to  &0  28th  of  October,  1798,  are  as  follows: 
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FINDINOS  IN  CASE  OF  BRIG  FELLS  POINT 

Letter    prom    the    assistant   clerk   of  the    Court   op   Claims 

transmittino  a  copy   op   the   conclusions  op  pact  and  op  law  in 

THE  French  spoliation  cases  relating  to  the  vessel  brio  Fells 

Point,  William  Creighton,  master 

Dbcbmbbb  5,  1907. — Referred  to   the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

-  printed. 


Court  of  Claims, 
Washington,  D.  0.,  December  4t  1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit  here- 
with the  conclusions  of  fact  and  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January 
20,  1885,  in  the  French  spohation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  find- 
ings by  the  court  relating  to  the  vessel  brig  Fells  Point,  William 
Creighton,  master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


fCoait  of  Claims.    French  spoliations.    Act  of  January  20, 1885;  23  Stat.  L.,  283.    Vol.  1,  Supplement 
*     to  R.  a,  2d  ad.  471.    Vessel  brig  Fells  Point,  WiUiam  Creighton,  master.] 

Kaof 

Claimant. 


2451.    Hennan  Stump,  administrator  of  James  Biays,  v.  The  United  States. 

William  Donnell,  administrator  of  John  Donnell,  Burviving  partner  of  John 
Donnell  &  Son,  v.  The  United  States.  • 


PRELIMINARY  STATEMENT. 


These  cases  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  30th  day  of  April,  1902. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  Theodore  J.  Pickett,  William  T.  S.  Curtis,  and 
John  E.  Semmes,  esqs.,  and  the  United  States,  defendants,  bv  the  Attorney-General, 
through  his  assistant  in  the  Department  of  Justice,  John  W.  Trainer,  esq.,  with  whom 
wu  Assistant  Attorney-General  Louis  A.  Pradt. 


CONCLUSIONS  OP  PACT. 


The  Court,  upon  the  evidence  and  after  hearing  the  arguments  and  considering 
the  same  with  tne  briefe  of  counsel  on  each  side,  determine  the  facts  to  be  as  follows: 


The  brie  FdU  PoirU,  William  Creighton,  master,  sailed  on  or  about  the  13th  day 
of  September,  1797,  from  Baltimore  bound  for  Havana.  While  peacefully  pursuing 
■kid  voyBge  she  was  seized  on  the  high  seas  by  the  French  privateer  Frelon^  Capt. 
Full  LesBen,  and  afterwards  both  ve^el  and  cargo  condemned  as  good  prize  by  tne 
tribunal  of  prizes  at  Gluidaloupe. 

The  nonndfl  of  condemnation  as  set  forth  in  the  list  of  abstracts  of  judgments  ren- 
dved  m  priae  cases  by  the  tribunal  of  prizes  at  Guadaloupe,  from  the  14th  of  October, 
ITH  to  the  28Ui  of  October,  1798,  are  as  follows: 
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2  BRIG  FELLS   POINT. 

•'The  brig  Fells  Point,  Capt.  William  Creighton,  prize  made  by  the  privateer  Frdm^ 
Capt.  Paul  Lessen,  the  whole  a  good  prize;  no  cnarter  party,  supercaigo  Iridi  and 
naturalized  an  Vmerican  only  since  the  present  war;  that  is  to  say,  two  jeuB  from 
this  date,  February  23,  1798." 

II. 

The  Fells  Point  was  a  duly  registered  vessel  of  the  United  States  of  144|(  tons 
burthen,  built  in  Maryland  in  1794,  and  owned  solely  by  James  Biays,  a  cituen  of 
the  United  States,  residing  in  Baltimore. 

III. 

The  cargo  of  the  Fells  Point  consisted  of  1,216  barrels  of  flour  and  one  trunk  of  mer* 
chandise,  out  who  were  the  owners  of  same  is  not  shown  by  the  evidence. 

IV. 

It  appears  from  the  evidence  that  the  said  vessel  after  the  date  of  said  condenmalioii. 
to  wit,  June  22, 1798,  was  registered  by  the  same  owner,  the  said  James  Biays,  on  i»oot 
being  made  of  the  loss  of  her  former  register.  It  is  not  shown  what  loss,  if  any,  wis 
suffered  by  the  parties  herein  on  the  said  vessel,  cargo,  or  freight,  by  reason  of  said 
seizure  and  condemnation. 

V. 

The  claimant  herein,  Herman  Stump,  has  produced  letters  of  administradon  on  tlie 
estate  of  the  party  roproscnted  by  him  and  has  otherwise  proved  to  the  satis&ctum  of 
the  court  that  the  person  whom  he  represents  is  the  same  person  who  suffered  the  allseed 
loss  by  the  seizure  and  condemnation  of  the  Fells  Point  as  set  forth  in  the  preceding 
finding. 

Said  claims  were  not  embraced  in  the  convention  between  the  United  States  and  the 
Republic  of  France  concluded  on  the  30th  of  April,  1803;  it  was  not  a  claim  ^wing 
out  of  the  acts  of  France  allowed  and  paid  in  whole  or  in  pait  under  tJ^e  proviaionsot 
the  treaty  between  the  United  States  and  Spain,  concluded  on  the  22d  of  F^faruaiy, 
1819,  ancl  was  not  allowed  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the  provisions  of  the  treaty  between 
the  United  State  s  and  France  of  the  4th  of  July,  1831. 

The  claimant,  in  his  representative  capacity,  is  the  owner  of  said  daim,  idiich  hae 
never  been  assigned  except  as  aforesaid. 

CONCLUSIONS  OF  LAW. 

The  court  decides  as  conclusions  of  law  that  it  not  beine  established  by  the  evideaoe 
what  loss  was  suffered  by  reason  of  said  seizure  and  condemnation,  the  claimants  tie 
not  entitled  to  indemnity  from  the  United  States. 

Bt  THB  Ck>UBT. 
Filed  May  12,  1902. 
A  true  copy. 

Test  this  5th  day  of  June,  1907. 
[seal.]  John  Randolph, 

Assistant  CUrk  CouH  qf  Cudmi. 


*^^&^r"}  H0IT8B»0F  REPRESENTATIVES  |  Doc^bnt 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  BBIG  MABY,  PETTIS,  MASTER 

Lsma  FROM  ths    assistant  clbrk   of    thb    CouBT  OF    Cladcs 

TRANSMITTINO  A  COFT  OF  THB  CONCLUSIONS   OF  FACT   AND    OF    LAW    DT 
THB    FrBNCH   8FOLIATION  CASES  BELATINO   TO  THB  VESSEL  BBIO  MaBT, 

Henrt  Pettis,  master 

Dbcbmbbr  5,  1907.— Referred   to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed 


Court  of  Claims, 
Washington,  D.  0.,  December  4, 1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit  here- 
with the  conclusions  of  fact  and  of  law  filed  imder  the  act  of 
January  20,  1885,  in  the  French  spoUation  claims  set  out  in  the 
annexed  hidings  by  the  court  relating  to  the  vessel  brig  Mary, 
Henry  Pettis,  master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


Coort  of  ClAinu.    Franoh  fpollations.    Act  of  JaniuuT  ^»  1885;  23  Stat.  L.,  283.    VoL  1,  Sapplemtnt 
to  R.  S.,  ad  ed.,  471     Vessel,  brig  Mary,  Henry  Pettia,  master.] 

Nd.01 


Claimants. 
2848.    liarie  Bowers  Wheelwright,  administratrix  of  John  Bowers,  v.  The  United 

States. 
1543.    Brooks  Adams,  administrator  of  Peter  G.  Brooks,  v.  The  United  States. 

Thomas  N.  Perkins,  administrator  of  John  G.  Jones,  v.  The  United  States. 
A.  Lawrence  Lowell,  administrator  of  Nathaniel  Fellowes,  v.  The  United 

States. 
Ghandler  Robbins,  administrator  of  Joseph  Russell,  v.  The  United  States. 
2044.    George  G.  King,  administrator  of  Growell  Hatch,  v.  The  United  States. 

PRELIMINART  STATEMENT. 

These  cases  were  tried  before  the  Gonrt  of  Glaims  on  the  17th  day  of  April,  1906. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  George  A.  &  William  B.  Ring,  with  whom  wm 
L.  G.  Black,  esq.,  and  Gurtis  S:  Pickett,  esqs.,  and  the  United  States,  defendants,  bv 
the  Att<»iiey-General,  through  his  assistant  in  the  Department  of  Justice,  John  W. 
Trainer,  esq.,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney-General  J.  A.  Van  Orsdel. 

CONCLUSIONS   OF  FACT. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence  and  after  hearing  the  arguments  and  considering  the 
—  with  the  oriefe  of  counsel  on  each  side,  determine  the  facts  to  be  as  follows: 


Tbe  brig  Mary,  Henry  Pettis,  master,  sailed  on  a  commercial  voyage  on  the  24th 
day  of  Jmie,  1799,  from  Matthew  Bay,  Jamaica,  bound  for  Somerset,  Mass.  While 
^meMOj  pumdng  said  voyage  she  was  seized  on  the  high  seas  on  tbe  6th  day  of 


2  BRIG   MABY.       • 

August,  1799,  by  an  alleged  French  privateer,  which  took  from  the  Mary  Henry 
Pettis,  her  mastery  John  Brown,  mate,  and  5  seamen,  and  placed  on  boaid  a  prize 
crew  of  8  men,  with  orders  to  conduct  said  vessel  to  Porto  Rico. 

On  the  13th  day  of  said  month  of  August  the  Mary  was  retaken  by  the  British  letter 
of  marque  Melvine,  William  B.  Brown,  commander,  and  after  a  detention  of  one  nig^t 
and  part  of  one  day,.\mder  an  agreement  between  one  Benjamin  Bowers,  a  merchant 
on  board  the  Mary,  and  the  commander  of  the  Melvine,  by  which  the  commander  of 
the  British  vessel  was  paid  the  sum  of  $6  000  by  said  Bowers,  the  Mary  and  her  cargo 
were  released  and  proceeded  on  her  voyage. 

It  does  not  appear  what  papers  were  on  board  the  Mary  at  the  time  of  capture: 
neither  does  it  appear  that  said  alleged  privateer  was  acting  under  the  authority  of 
the  French  Grovemment. 

II. 

Said  claims  were  not  embr^u^  in  the  convention  between  the  United  States  and 
the  Bepublic  of  France  concluded  on  the  30th  day  of  April,  1803.  They  were  not 
claims  growing  out  of  the  acts  of  France  allowed  and  paid  in  whole  or  in  part  under 
the  provisions  of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States  and  Spain  conduaed  on  the 
22d  day  of  February,  1819,  and  were  not  allowed  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the 
provisions  of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States  and  France  of  the  4th  of  July, 
1831. 

CONCLUSION  OF  LAW. 

The  comt  decides  as  conclusion  of  law,  on  the  authority  of  the  Famey  Brown  (36 
G.  Cls.  R.,  361),  and  the  case  of  the  Berkeley,  Clark,  that  the  owners  and  insurers 
did  not  have  valid  claims  of  indemnity  therefor  upon  the  French  Government  prior 
to  the  ratification  of  the  convention  between  the  United  States  and  the  French 
Bepublic  concluded  on  the  30th  day  of  September,  1800,  and  that  the  claimants  are 
not  entitled  to  indemnity  from  the  United  States. 

By  the  Coubt. 
Filed  May  7,  1906. 
A  true  copy. 

Test  this  5th  day  of  June,  1907. 
[seal.] 

John  Randolph, 
AssistatU  Clerk  Court  of  Claim9. 
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FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  BRIG  CATHERINE 

LcrrsB    vbom    thb    absotant  clerk   op  the   Coirsr   op  Claims 

TRANflmniNO  A  COPT  OP   THE    OONCLU0ON8    OP  LAW    AND    OP    FACT    IX 

THB    French   spoliation    case   relatino    to    the   vessel     brio 
Catherine,  James  Drtsdalb,  master 

December  5,  1907. — ^Refened  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to   be 

{Minted. 


CouBT  OF  Claims, 
Washington,  D.  C,  December  4, 1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit  here- 
with the  conclusions  of  fact  and  of  law  filed  imder  the  act  of  Janu- 
ary 20,  1885,  in  the  French  spoUation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed 
findii  jj:s  by  the  court  relating  to  the  vessel  brig  Catherine,  James 
Drysdale,  master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

SpeaJcer  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


fCoort  of  ClAinu.    Freneh  ipoUatloai.    Act  of  Jumhij  20, 1885;  23  Stat.  L..  283.    VoL  1,  Sopplemant 

to  R.  8.,  2d  ed.,  471.    Vetsel,  brig  CaUurine,  James  Drysdale,  master. 
Ko.  of 
case.  Claimant. 

5.    Glorvina  Fort,  formerly  Glorviiia  Mullowny,  administratrix  of  John  Mnllowny,  v. 
The  United  States. 

PRELDflNART  STATEMENT. 

This  case  was  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  19th  day  of  March,  1907. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  William  T.  S.  Curtis,  Theodore  J.  Pickett,  and 
Thomas  Stokes,  esqs.,  and  the  United  States,  defendants,  by  the  Attorney-General, 
through  his  assistant  in  the  Department  of  Justice,  John  W.  Trainer,  esq.,  with  whom 
was  Assistant  Attorney-General  J.  A.  Van  Orsdel. 

CONCLUSIONS  OF  FACT. 

The  court,  upcm  the  evidence  and  after  hearing  the  arguments  and  considering  the 
same  with  the  oriefB  of  counsel  on  each  side,  determine  tne  facts  to  he  as  follows: 


The  hri^  CaShenne,  James  Drysdale,  master,  while  on  her  return  voyage  from  the 
West  Indies  to  Philadelphia,  was  captured  June  8,  1793,  hy  the  Frencn  privateer 
VAmbuKode^  Captain  Bompart,  when  off  the  coast  of  the  State  of  New  Jersey  and 
within  one-half  mile  of  the  shore.  The  said  hrig  was  owned  by  John  Mullowny,  sr., 
a  subject  of  Great  Britain,  commanded  by  James  Drysdale,  a  subject  of  Great  Britain, 
manned  by  a  British  crew,  and  documented  as  a  British  vessel,  and  at  said  time  the 
ELingdom  of  (jieat  Britain  and  the  French  Republic  were  at  war  as  public  enemies. 
She  was  laden  with  a  cugo  d  rum,  ginger,  and  pimento,  the  property  of  John  Mul- 
kywny,  jr.,  a  citizen  of  the  United  States. 


2  BRIO    CATHBBINl!. 

The  said  John  Mullowny,  sr.,  died  about  March  1.  1793,  while  said  brig  was  at  sea, 
and  about  March  11, 1793,  George  Meade  and  John  Dunkin  were  appointed  as  admin- 
ifitratore  of  his  estate.  The  vessel  was  taken  by  the  captor  into  New  York,  and  was 
there  libeled  in  the  district  court  of  the  United  States  for  the  district  of  liew  York 
bv  said  Gkorge  Meade  and  John  Dunkin,  as  administrators  aforesaid,  the  said  John 
Mullowny,  ^r.,  joining  in  said  libel.  On  June  26,  1794,  the  said  court  decreed  the 
release  of  said  vessel  and  cargo  and  awarded  damages  to  the  libellant. 

n. 

The  Catherine  was  a  brig  of  85  tons  burden  and  was  owned  solely  by  John  Mullowny, 
or.,  a  subject  of  Great  Britain,  the  legal  title  and  ownership  of  said  vessel  from  the 
time  of  his  death  until  after  the  release  aforesaid  bUng  vested  in  George  Meade  and 
John  Dunkin,  as  his  administrators  aforesaid. 

CONCLUSIONS  OF  LAW. 

The  court  decides  as  conclusions  of  law  that  said  vessel  was  owned  by  a  subject  ol 
Great  Britain,  and  that  this  court  has  no  jurisdiction  of  said  claim  under  the  renun- 
ciation of  the  second  article  of  the  treaty  of  September  30,  1800,  between  France  and 
the  United  States,  and  the  jurisdictional  act  approved  January  20, 1885. 

Bt  thb  Goubt. 

PUed  April  1,  1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  5th  day  of  June,  1907. 

[SBAL.]  John  Randolph^ 

AmstarU  Clerk  Court  of  CZotms. 
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FINDINOS  IN  CASE  OF  BRIG  PARAMARIBO 

Lbitbr  from  thb   assistant   clerk    op  the    Coubt    of   Claims 
transmittino    a    copy    op    thb    conclusion    op    law    in    thb 

FRBMCB       BPOUATION       cases       RELATING      TO      THB       VESSEL       BRIO 

Paramaribo,  George  Creed,  master 

XtesMBSB  5,  1907.— Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed 


Court  of  Claims, 
Washington^  D,  C,  December  4, 1907. 
Sm:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit  here- 
with the  cor  elusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885, 
in  the  French  spoUation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  findings  by  the 
court  relating  to  the  vessel  biig  Paramaribo,  George  Creeo,  master. 
I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


IDoort  «f  Clalmi.    Frmdi  fpoUationt.    Act  of  January  20, 1885;  23  Stat.  L.,  2S3.    Vol.  1,  Supplement 

to  R.  8.,  2d  ad.,  471.    Vessel,  brig  Paramaribo,  Qeorge  Creed,  master.] 
Ho.  of 

fifft  Claimant. 

1775.    GustavuB  W.  Ridgely,  administrator  of  George  P.  Keeports,  v.  The  United 

SUtee. 
1785.    David  Stewart  and  John  E.  Semmes,  receivers  of  the  Baltimore  Insurance 

Company,  v.  The  United  States. 

These  cases  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  21st  day  of  October,  1907. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  Frank  P.  Clark,  and  the  United  States,  defend- 
ant, by  the  Attorney-General,  through  his  assistant  in  the  Department  of  Justice,  John 
W.  Tminer,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney-General  J.  A.  Van  Orsdel. 

CONCLUSION   OF  LAW. 

The  court,  nx>on  the  evidence  and  after  considering  the  same,  decide  that  the  claims 
herein  were  not  included  in  the  private  claims  relinquished  under  the  second  article 
cl  the  treaty  concluded  between  the  United  States  and  France  on  the  30th  day  of 
September,  1800;  that  they  were  claims  relinquished  under  the  ninth  article  of  the 
Imty  concluded  between  the  United  States  and  Spain  on  the  22d  day  of  February, 
1819,  and  were  paid  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the  provisions  of  said  treaty;  and  that  the 
court  has  no  jurisdiction  thereof  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885  (23  Stat.  L.,  283). 

By  the  Court. 

FOed  October  28, 1907. 

A  trae  copy. 

Test  this  Ibth  day  of  November,  1907. 

[•BAU]  John  Randolph. 

Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
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FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  BBIO  LUCY 

Letter   fbom   the   assistant    clerk   op   the   Court    of  Claims 

transmittino  a  coft  op  the  conclusion  of  law  in  the  french 

spoliation  cases  relating  to  the  vessel  brio  luct,  bsnjamin 

Jacobs,  master 

December  5,  1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed 


CouBT  OP  Claims, 
Washington,  D.  C,  December  4, 1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims^  I  transmit  here- 
with the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885, 
in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  findfings  by  the 
court  relating  to  the  vessel  brig  Lucy,  Benjamin  Jacobs,  master. 
I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

SpeaTcer  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Court  of  Claims.    French  spoliationfl.    Act  of  January  20, 1885;  23  Stat.  L.,  283.    VoL  1, 

to  R.  S.,  2a  ed.,  471.    Vessel  brig  Lucy,  Benjamin  Jacobs,  master.] 
No.  of 
case.  Claimant. 

80.    William  Gray,  administrator,  etc.,  v.  The  United  States. 
1025.    Joseph  Jacobs,  administrator  of  Benjamin  Jacobs,  v.  The  United  States. 
1191.    Elizabeth  P.  Frost,  administratrix  of  John  Frost,  v.  The  United  States. 

Nathaiiiel  Symonds,  administrator  of  Stephen  Low,  v.  The  United  States. 
2370.     John  II.  Silsbee,  administrator  of  Benjamin  Hodges,  v.  The  United  States. 

Francis  E.  Lovell,  administrator  of  Benjamin  Goodhue,  v.  The  United  States. 

These  cases  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  21st  day  of  October,  1907. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  Charles  W.  Clagett  and  Edward  Lander,  and  the 
United  States,  defendants,  by  the  Attorney-General,  through  his  assistant  in  th^ 
Department  of  Justice,  John  W.  Trainer,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney-General 
J.  A.  Van  Orsdel. 

CONCLUSION   OF  LAW. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  considering  the  same,  decide  that  the  claims 
herein  arose  subsequent  to  the  conclusion  of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States 
and  France  on  the  30th  day  of  September,  1800;  that  they  were  not  included  in  the 
private  claims  relincjuished  under  the  second  article  of  said  treaty;  and  that  the 
court  has  no  jurisdiction  thereof  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885  (23  Stat.  L.,  2^). 

By  ths  Coust. 

Filed  October  28,  1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  18th  day  of  November,  1907. 

[seal.]  John  Randolph, 

Assistant  Clerk  Court  qf  Claims. 
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FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  BRIG  AMELIA 

•Lkttsr  prom  thb    assistant   clerk   of    the   Court    of   Claims 
transmitting  a  copy  of  thb  conclusions  of  law  and  of  fact  in 
THB  French  spoliation  cases  relating  to  the  vessel  brig  Ame- 
lia, James  R.  Calendar,  master 

Dbcbmbbr  5,  1907. — Referred  to  the   Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed 


Court  of  Claims, 
Washington,  D.  C,  December  4, 1907. 
Sib:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit  here- 
with the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885, 
in  Uie  French  spoUation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  findings  by  the 
court  relating  to  the  vessel  brig  Amelia,  James  R.  Calendar,  master. 
I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


.Court  of  ClAimi.    French  fpoliAtlons.    Act  of  January  20, 1885;  23  Stat.  L.,  283.    VoL  1,  Supplament 

to  R.  8.,  2d  ed.,  471.    Vessel  brig  Amelia,  James  R.  Calendar,  master.] 
No.  of 
CMS.  Claimant. 

219.    The  President  and  Directors  of  the  Insurance  Company  of  North  America  v. 

The  United  States. 
222.    The  Insurance  Company  of  the  State  of  Pennsylvania  v.  The  United  States. 
224.    T.  B.  Bleecker,  ir.,  and  Charles  C.  Leary,  receivers  of  the  New  York  Insurance 

Company,  v.  The  United  States. 
871.    Francis  R.  Pemberton,  administrator,  etc.,  of  John  Clifford,  v.  The  United 

States. 
1432.    William  A.  M.  Fuller  et  al.,  administrators,  v.  The  United  States  . 
1S28.    Charles  Willing,  administrator  of  Thomas  M.  Willing,  v.  The  United  States. 
2737.    The  City  of  Piiiladelphia,  administrator  of  Stephen  Girard,  v.  The  United 

States. 
3207.    Jdm  N.  A.  Griswold,  trustee  of  the  United  Insurance  Company,  v.  The  United 

States. 
8849.    Robert  Wells,  administrator  of  Gideon  H.  Wells,  v.  The  United  States. 
4439.    Rhode  Ldana  Hospital  Trust  Company,  trustees,  etc.,  v.  The  United  States. 

These  cases  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  22d  day  of  April,  1907. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  J.  Bayard  Henry,  Curtis  &  Pickett,  John  H. 
Merrill,  and  Edward  Lander,  and  the  United  States,  defendants,  by  the  Attomey- 
Genml,  through  his  assistant  in  the  Department  of  Justice,  John  W.  Trainer,  esq., 
wilh  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney-General  Josiah  A.  Van  Orsdel. 

CONCLUSION   OP  LAW. 

Tbe  covort,  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  considering  the  same,  decide  that  the  claims 
herein  arose  subsequent  to  the  conclusion  of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States 
and  France  on  the  90th  day  of  September,  1800;  that  they  were  not  included  in  the 


2  BBIQ   AMELIA. 

private  daims  relinquished  under  the  second  article  of  nid  treaty;  and  that  the 
court  has  no  jurisdiction  thereof  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885  (23  Stat.  L.,  283). 

Bt  ths  Coust* 
Ffled  April  29, 1907. 
A  true  copy. 

Test  this  4th  day  of  June,  1907. 
[sBAL.]  John  Randolph, 

AMMtani  CUrk  Court  qf  CUau. 

o 
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FINDIX6S  IX  CASE   OF  BBIO  BETSEY,   STEWART, 

MASTER 

LETTEm  VBOM  THB  A88I8TANT  CLEBK  OF  THB  CoURT  OF  ClATMB 
T11AN8M1TTINO  A  COPT  OF  THB  CONCLUSION  OF  LAW  IN  THB  FrBNCH 
SPOLIATION    CA8B    RXLATINO    TO   THB    VESSEL     BRIO    BeTSET,  WiUJAM 

Stewart,  master 

DiCBMBXB  5,  1907. — ^Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed 


CouET  OF  Claims, 
WdsMngtoUy  D.  C,  December  4,  1907. 
Sm:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit 
herewith  the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20, 
1885.  iji  the  French  spoliation  claim  set  out  in  the  annexed  findings 
by  the  court  relating  to  the  vessel  brig  Betsey,  WilUam  Stewart, 
master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


fCoort  of  ClAlmi.    Frendi  fpoUatfons.    Act  of  Jannary  20, 1885;  23  Stat.  L.,  283.    Vol.  1,  Sapptement 

to  R.  8.,  2a  ed.,  471.    Vessel  brig  BeUey,  WilllaPi  Stewart,  master. 
llbwoC 
MM.  Claimant. 

S462.    Charles  T.  Lovering,  administrator  of  Joseph  Taylor,  v.  The  United  States. 

This  case  wa8.tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  22d  day  of  April,  1907. 

The  claimant  was  represented  by  Curtis  &  Pickett,  and  the  United  States,  defend- 
sntB,  by  the  Attorney-General,  through  his  assistant  in  the  Department  of  Justice, 
J<^in  W.  Trainer,  esq.,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney-General  Josiah  A.  Van 
OiBdel. 

conclusion  of  law. 

Tlie  court,  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  considering  the  same,  decide  that  the  claim 
herein  was  not  included  in  the  private  claims  relinquished  under  the  second  article 
of  the  treaty  concluded  between  the  United  States  and  France  on  the  30th  day  of 
September,  1800;  that  it  was  relinquished  under  the  ninth  article  of  the  treaty  con- 
duded  between  the  United  States  and  Spain  on  the  22d  day  of  February,  1819,  and 
was  paid  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the  provisions  of  said  treaty;  and  that  the  court 
bae  DO  jurisdiction  thereof  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885  (23  Stat.  L.,  283). 

Bt  the  Court. 
FOed  April  29, 1907. 
A  true  copy. 

Test  this  4th  day  of  June,  1907. 
[•BAL.]  ^        John  Randolph, 

Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Ckama. 

o 


60ra  OONQRE88I  TTnnsI?.  HF  HFPRFSENTATIVEfi  /  ^"^^^^^TUJ"* 

M  Session      f 


HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  {  *i^ 


FINDDfGS  IN  CASE  OF  BBIG  DBMOHT 

IjRTXR    from    the     A8SISTAKT    CLBRK     OF    TH»     COUBT     C9     ClA3MB 
TRANSMITTINO     A    COFY  OF   THE    CONCLUSION   OF  LAW   IN   TH»  FrBNGH 

8foliation    cases    relating    to    the    vessel    brio   dxijohty    £. 
Shepherd,  master 

December  5,  1907.— Refeired  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed 


Court  of  CLAncs, 
Washington,  D.  C,  December  4j  1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims^  I  transmit 
herewith  the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20, 
1885,  in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  findings 
by  the  court  relating  to  the  vessel  brig  Delighi^  £.  Shepherd, 
master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph. 
AssiManl  Clerk  Cowri  of  CIomm. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


(Court  of  Claims.    French  spoliations.  Act  of  January  20, 1S8S;  23  Stat.  L.,  Xk   VoL  1, 1 

to  R.  8.,  2d  ed.,  471.  Vesael  brig  Delight,  E.  Shephexd,  mMtar^ 
No.  of 
case.  Claimanta. 

2472.    Horace  B.  Sargeant,  jr.,  administrator  of  Daniel  Sargent,  v.  The  United  Statei. 
3484.    Charles  T.  Lovoring,  administrator  of  Joeeph  Taylor,  r.  The  United  States. 

These  cases  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  22d  day  of  April,  1907. 

The  claimants  ri»prest^nted  by  Curtis  &  Pickett,  es<}8.,  and  the  United  States,  defend- 
ants, by  the  Attorney-General,  thnnigh  his  asssistant  m  the  Departmentof  Justice,  John 
W.  Trainer,  esq.,  with  whom  was  Ass'i^stant  Attomey-Greneral  Joeiah  A.  Van  OndeL 

CONCLUSION    OF  LAW. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence  and  after  considering  the  same,  decide  that  the 
claims  herein  were  not  incUulod  in  the  private  claims  relinquished  under  the  second 
article  of  the  treaty  (Nmrluded  between  the  United  States  and  France  on  the  30th 
day  of  September,  1J^X> ;  that  they  wert»  claims  relinquished  under  the  ninth  article 
of  the  treaty  conchuled  between' the  United  States  and  Spain  on  the  22d  day  of 
February',  1819 ;  and  were  paid  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the  provimons  ol  said 
treaty,  and  tliat  the  court  has  no  jurisdiction  thereof  under  the  act  ol  Jannanr  20. 
1885  (23  Stat.  L.,  283). 

Filed  April  29,  1907.  Bx  THB  COUKT. 

A  true  copv. 

Test  this  4Lh  day  of  June,  1907. 

[SB^L.]  John  Rakdoipr, 

Asfistant  Cltrk  Court  of  Claims, 


^^MSMim^}  HOUSE  OF  EETRESENTATIVES  {  ^^i**" 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  BBIO  LIBERTY 

Lbttbr  from    thx   assiatant    clerk   of  thb   Court    of   Claims 
transmtmno   a   copt  of  thx  conclusion  of  law  in  thb  french 

SPOLIATION     CASES    RELATING    TO    THE    VESSEL    BRIO    LiBERTT,    THEO- 
DORE Stan  WOOD,  master 

December  5,  1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed 


Court  of  ClaimS; 
Washington,  D.  C,  December  4,  1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit 
liorpwith  the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20, 
1885,  in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  findings 
by  the  court  relating  to  the  vessel  brig  Liberty ,  Theodore  Stanwood, 
master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  ClaAms. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


(Ooort  of  CUdmi.    Frendi  spoUatlons.    Act  of  JanoBry  20, 1885;  23  Stat.  L..  283.    VoL  1,  Supplement 

to  R.  8.,  2d  eid.,  tH»   Vessel  brig  Liberty,  Theodore  St&nwood,  master.] 
lfo.of 
•MB.  Claimants. 

1756.    Aaron  Parsonfl.  administrator  of  John  Somes,  v.  The  United  States. 
David  Low,  aoministrator  of  Eliphalet  Davis,  v.  The  United  States. 
1820.    Charles  F.  Adams,  administrator  of  Peter  C.  Brooks,  v.  The  United  States. 
2250.    Henry  W.  Blaffie  and  Susan  B.  Samuels,  administrators  of  Crowell  Hatch,  v. 
The  United  States. 

These  cases  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  2l8t  day  of  October,  1907. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  A.  H.  Cragin  and  Curtis  &  Pickett,  and  the 
United  States,  defendants,  by  the  Attorney-General,  through  his  assistant  in  the 
Department  of  Justice,  John  W.  Trainer,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney-General 
J.  JL  Van  OrsdeL 

CONCLUSION  OF  LAW. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  considering  the  same,  decide  that  the  claims 
iMran  arose  subsequent  to  the  conclusion  of  the  treatv  between  the  United  States 
and  France  on  the  30th  day  of  September,  1800;  that  thev  were  not  included  in  the 
private  claims  relinquished  under  the  second  article  of  tnc  said  treaty,  and  that  the 
comt  has  no  jurisdiction  thereof  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885  (23  Stat.  L.,  283). 

By  the  Court. 
Feed  October  28, 1907. 
A  true  copy. 

Test  this  18th  day  of  November,  1907. 
[oALbj  John  Randolph, 

AsMtarU  Clerk  Court  of  Clmam. 


eOTH  CoNGRBBB\  HOUSE  OF  MEF^SSSS^AlSTWS  I 

lit  oABtUHl         )  t. 


FIXI>I!(GS  TS  CASE  OF  BSIG  GmOBGB 


Hi 


]>BCS3a J3K  ii*  iWr. — 2«S£B«c  ID  ^^  Ccmrrafg  3l  Guns  jdmI  ailm^  to  te 

petufld 


Comr  or  CIaims, 
Wc4\in^4m.  D.  C^  D^ermitr  4,  1907. 
Sot:   Pdnoant  to  the  order  of  the  Coort  ol  CLums»  I  tnnsmit 
benrsitfc  tLe  coaclxsd^osi  of  !mw  £k<l  under  the  act  of  Jmnumiy  20, 
l^'S^.  ia  the  Frcsch  spo^liatioD  clairns  set  o^ut  in  th^  annexed  fiiMJw^p 

by  tbe  wart  i^lmTing  to  the  xessei  bnz  G^txyi. Hubbard,  maator. 

I  a^  Terr  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

JOHX   RjkXDOLPS, 

AifiitafU  Clgwk  Comi  €f 
Hon.  J05EFH  G.  Caxxox. 

Sytdctr  of  the  Hcmu  of  BepregerUaiictM, 


Wntt  (§1  CistBtL    rntfc  •prOasdnnk    Act  of  r&riaiTT  an  l«5c  S5«at.l^a8L   T«L1.I 

S390.    J'ifca  5.  A.  GrirvDlii.  trasiee  ol  che  Cohmibazi  Timih  una 

45TT.    WSLaza  H.  S.  Ehi=e.  »d=iL- atras-Tr  of  P«er  E!->i:,  r.  Tbe  United 

T?-'^:«*  ra«e  irw*  ?r:*<i  rr^lcr?  ih-?  Court  of  CIaitii^  or  :h'?  2:5t  div  erf  October.  1107. 

7i^  '/a.—Ar'^  ▼•!**  r*rr«^r>i  by  Our::*  .t  Fici-::  and  J.cji  C-  CUrk.  aad  tbe 
Urr.<*<:  •iiii^i.  d^rf'r&ik.v.*.  bj  ;he  AttomrVH.i'en'eraLl.  :hr:*j;::h  r::5  awistmnt  in  tbe 
lMp4r.^«:::^.  .:'  J-iitLc«.  Johji  W.  Trainer,  w::^  wbczi  wi^  4.ntr<gA";  AUomey-Ocacal 
J.  A-  Van  O&i-il- 

CONCI.USIOX    OF   LAW 


T?.*  '-.'-.■ir:.  "npcz.  tie  evi  i*no?.  ajid  *fter  coc^i i«erir^  the  same,  decide  tkit  the  < 
hfiz*-  '.  \r>ie  ri'-^  lent  to  the  con'rlusion  f  :h-?  tr^Mty  Nrireen  the  United  States 
an'i  f  n-^e  i  r:  r h ^r  :i>.h  'iiT  of  Sertezib^r.  1 S^.*)  thjii  t r.ey  v ere  not  incliided  in  the  pri- 
\»i^  '..iiTzs  T^'.  '•v--=h€d  Tinier  the  ««?o."»n'i  an:!-?  vf  saui  trr^cy:  And  that  the  oouit 
hat  ztj  yiTJifiifXii.k  thereof  under  the  act  of  ixzL'^jtry  :X>.  1S65  v*3  Stat.  L..  2£3>. 

Bt  tss  Cooar. 

Filed  OrtoVyer  2S.  1907. 
A  trie  ropy. 

Te<  thi-  leth  day  of  Novv=iber,  1907. 

[lajki-j  John  RaxiKyLPa, 

<aMiraia  Clak  Ommi  qf  C  ' 


*^SSr"}  HOUSE  OF  REPREBEJrrATIVES  {  ^^*^^S*" 


FENDDrGS  IS  CASE  OF  BRIG  HAIOTAH 


Lnm    FKOM  THB  AamwTAwr  cuatK    or  rta    Court  of   CtAins 

TKANSmmNO    A   OC»T   OT   THM  CX>XCLC8IOK    OP   LAW   137  THX   FkKXCH 

■rOUAnON     €AaS8     KXLAXIXO     to     TKE     TK88SL      BUG    Haxxah,    J. 

LxwaS,  MASTKK 

Dkimbbb  5.  1907.— Befefred  to  the  Gommittee  oo  CIauds  and  ocdered  to  be 

printed 


Court  of  Claims, 
Washington,  D.  C,  December  4,  1907. 
Sbx:   Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit 
herewith  the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20, 
1885.  in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  findings 
\pf  tne  court  relating  to  the  vessel  brig  Hannah,  J.  Leech,  master. 
I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

SpeaJcer  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


fOoarl  o<  Gktma.   Tnmh  wpeUatkmB.   Act  of  JAnoftrr  20, 188S;  n  SUt.  L^  283.   V6L  1,  Suuuieuwm 
toB.&railed.,«rL   VcMelbiigffa«Ka,J.Lncii,iiiMtr-* 


lfo.€f 


fiDMter.] 

1779.  James  G.  Freeman,  receiver  of  the  Boston  Marine  Insurance  Company,  v.  The 

United  States. 

SO0.  Hoface  B.  Saigent,  administrator  of  Daniel  Sargent,  v.  The  United  States. 

SQ26.  Horace  B.  Sargent,  administrator  of  Daniel  Sargent,  v.  The  United  States. 

9SS0.  Charles  T.  Love  ing.  administrator  of  Joseph  Taylor,  v.  The  United  States. 

SML.  Charles  T.  Leveling,  administrator  of  Joseph  Taylor,  v.  The  United  States. 

988S.  Charles  T.  Lovering,  administrator  of  Joseph  Taylor,  v.  The  United  States. 

S63S.  Charles  T.  Lovering,  administrator  of  Joseph  Taylor,  v.  The  United  States. 

MIT.  Mm  H.  Moriaiity,  administimtor  of  James  Scott,  v.  The  United  States. 

Ibaas  cases  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  2lBt  day  of  October,  1907. 

The  rT^"**"<*  were  represented  by  Curtis  &  Pickett,  and  the  Umted  States,  defend- 
aali,  by  the  Attomev-Geiiend,  through  his  assistant  in  the  Department  of  Justice,  John 
W.  Twner,  with  woom  was  Assistant  Attorney-General  J.  A.  Van  Orsdel. 

CONCLUSION  OF  LAW. 

The  oomt,  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  considering  the  same,  decide  that  the  claim 
hciein  arose  subsequent  to  the  conclusion  of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States 
amI  France  on  the  90th  day  of  September,  1800;  that  they  not  included  in  the  pri- 
vate claims  relinquished  under  the  second  article  of  said  treaty;  and  that  the  court 
hm  no  jurisdiction  thereof  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885  (23  Stat.  L.,  283). 

Bt  the  Court. 

FQed  October  28, 1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Teat  thkl&h  day  ol  November,  A.  D.  1907. 

jMBMh.}  JOBN  RANDOim, 

AsiUtant  Clerk  Court  <4  Clakni. 

o 


**«!to^"}  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATTVEB  { Vocmaan 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  BBI6  GBATITUDE 

Letter   fbom   ths    absistakt   clerk   of  thx   Court   or  Claimb 

TRANSMTTTINO  A    COFT   OF    THS   CONCLUSION  OF  LAW  IN   IBB    FrKNCH 
SFOUATION  CA8B8  RKLATINO  TO  TBM  YES8KL  BRIO  GrATITUDB,  J08BFH 

Ketnolds,  master. 

December  5,  1907.— Referred   to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered   to  be 

printed 


CouKT  OF  Claims, 
Washington y  D.  C,  December  4t  1907. 
Sm:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims^  I  transmit 
here^^ith  the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20, 
1885,  in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  findings 
by  the  court  relating  to  the  vessel  brig  Gratitude,  Joseph  Reynol£, 
master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolfibl 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Chims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Court  of  Claims.    French  spoliationo.    Act  of  January  20, 1885;  23  8t«t.  L.,  283.    Vol.  1, 

to  R.  8.,  2d  ed.,  471.    Vessel  brig  Gratitude,  Joseph  Rejriiolda,  niMter.] 
No.  of 
case.  Claimants. 

554.    The  President  and  Directors  of  the  Insurance  Company  of  North  America  «• 

The  United  States. 
5()H.    The  Insurance  Company  of  the  State  of  Pennsylvania  v.  The  United  States. 
2505.    John  Pentland  Brown,  receiver  of  the  Marine  Insurance  Company,  v.  Tha 

United  States. 
5296.     Charles  H.  Spain,  administrator  of  Joseph  Reynolds,  v.  The  United  Statee. 
5438.    Ferdinand  C.  Latrobe,  receiver  of  the  Marine  Insurance  Company,  v.  Tins 
United  States. 

These  cases  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  2l8t  day  of  October,  1907. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  J.  Bayard  Henry,  Greorge  A.  King,  McPnerson 
&  Jordan,  and  Curtis  &  rickett,  and  the  United  States,  defendants,  b^  the  Attorney- 
General,  through  his  assistant  in  the  Department  of  Justice,  John  W.  Trainer,  witti 
whom  was  Assistant  Attorney-General  Joeiah  A.  Van  Orsdel. 

CONCLUSION   OF  LAW. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  considering  the  same,  decide  that  the  datmi 
herein  arose  suDsequent  to  the  conclusion  of  the  treaty  between  the  United  Stales  and 
France  on  the  30th  day  of  September,  1800;  that  they  were  not  included  in  the  pri- 
vate claims  relinquished  under  the  second  article  of  said  treaty;  and  that  the  court 
has  no  jurisdiction  thereof  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885  (23  Stat.  L.,  283^. 

By  th«  Court. 

Filed  October  28,  1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Tost  this  18th  day  of  November,  1907. 

[seal.]  John  Randolpr, 

ABsistant  CUrk  Court  </  ClaimB. 


*^!toSir"}  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  |  Document 


FINDINGS  rsr  CASE  OF  BKIG  FRANKLIN 

LbTTBB    FBOM     THB     AB8I8TANT     CLERK    OF     THE     COUBT    OF    CLAIMS 

transmrmno    a    cofy     of    thb    conclusion     op    law    in    the 

French  sfoixation  cases  relating  to  the  vessel  brio  Franklin, 

Benjamin  Chandler,  master 

DscxMBSB  5,  1907. — Referred  tx>  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed 


Court  op  Claims, 
Washington,  D.  C,  December  4,  t007. 
Sib:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Clauns,  I  transmit 
herewith  the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20, 
1885,  in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  findings 
by  the  court  relating  to  the  vessel  brig  Franklin,  Benjamin  Chandler, 
master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Cleric  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


fCoort  of  ClAimt.    Frendi  fDolUtiona.    Act  of  January  20, 1885;  23  Stat.  L.,  283.    VoL  1,  Supplomont 

to  R.  8.,  2d  ea.,  d.    Vessel  brig  Franluin,  Benjamin  Chandler,  master.] 
No.  of 
emae.  Claimant. 

2509.     Peter  Thacher  et  aL,  executors  of  Barrett  Potter,  v.  The  United  States. 
3018.    Charles  H.  BlaisdeU,  administrator  of  Samuel  Dennett,  v.  The  United  States. 
3381.    John  N.  A.  Griswold,  trustee  of  the  Columbian  Insurance  Company,  v.  The 
United  States. 

These  cases  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  2l8t  day  of  October,  1907. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  George  A.  King  and  Curtis  &  Pickett,  and  Uie 
United  States,  defendants,  by  the  Attorney-General,  throus:h  his  assistant  in  the 
Department  of  Justice,  John  W.  Trainer,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney-General 
J.  ATVan  OiBdel. 

CONCLUSION   OF  LAW. 

The  comt,  upon  the  evidence  and  after  considering  the  same,  decide  that  the  claims 
herein  arose  subsequent  to  the  conclusion  of  the  treaty  between  the  United  State? 
and  Prance  on  the^Oth  day  of  September,  1800;  that  they  were  not  included  in  the 
private  claims  relinquished  under  the  second  article  of  said  treaty;  and  that  the 
oottit  has  DO  jurisdiction  thereof  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885  (23  Stat.  L.,  283). 

By  the  Court. 

FUed  October  28,  1907. 

A  trae  copy. 

Test  this  18th  day  of  November,  A.  D.  1907. 

[sxAL.]  John  Randolph, 

AsnatarU  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 

o 
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^8t  ^^T" }  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  |  ^^*^^m!|"" 


FINDmGS  Df  CASE    OF  BBIG  MART,  T.  BABNUM, 

MASTER 

Letter    from   thb   assistant   clerk   of  the   Court   of   Claiks 
transmitting  a  copy  of  thb  conclusion  of  law  in  thb  french 

SPOLIATION  CASES    RELATINO  TO  THE  VESSEL  BRIO  MaRT,   T.  BaRNUK, 

MASTER 

December  5,  1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Clainui  and  oideted  to  be 

printed 


Court  of  Claims, 
WasTiingtony  D.  C,  December  4,  1907. 
Sir:    Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Clauns,  I  transmit 
horewith  the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20, 
1885^  in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  findings 
by  the  court  relating  to  the  vessel  brig  Ifary,  T.  Bamum,  master. 
I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolfibl 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  ClaiiM. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Court  of  ClAlzns.    Frrnch  ppolffltlons.    Act  of  January  20. 1885;  23  Stat.  L.,  28S.    VoL  1, 

to  R.  S.,  2d  ed.,  471.    Vessel  biig  JTary,  T.  Banium,  maater.] 
No.  of 
oaae.  Claimanta. 

1989.    Joseph  Price,  adminiFtrator  of  J.  J.  McLanahan,  v.  The  United  States. 

Jos<»ph  Price,  administrator  of  Robert  Montgomery,  v.  The  United  States. 
Joseph  Price,  administrator  of  John  Montgomery,  v.  The  United  States, 

These  cases  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Clnims  on  the  2l8t  day  of  October,  1907. 

The  (hiirnants  were  represented  by  Curtis  &  Pickett,  and  the  United  States,  defend* 
ants,  bv  the  Aiiornev-Cjeneral,  thnmj^h  his  assistant  in  the  Department  of  Justice, 
John  \V.  Tmiuer,  wiih  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney -General  J.  A.  Van  Orsdel. 

CONCLUSION  OF  LAW. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  considering  the  same,  decide  that  the  claims 
heroin  were  not  included  in  the  private  chums  relinquished  under  the  second  articls 
of  the  treaty  conchided  between  the  United  States  and  France  on  the  30th  day  of 
September,  1800;  that  they  were  claims  relinquished  under  the  ninth  article  of  the 
treaty  com  hided  between  the  United  States  and  Spain  on  the  22d  day  of  Febniaiy, 
1819,  and  were  paid  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the  provisions  of  said  treaty,  and  that 
the  court  hi\s  no  jurisdiction  thereof  under  the  act  of  January  20, 1885  (^  Stat.  L.,  283). 

Bt  tbm  Coubt. 

Filed  October  28,  1907. 

A  true  ( opv. 

Test  tins  18ih  day  of  November,  1907. 

[seal.]  John  Randolph, 

AMsistant  Clerk  Court  qf  CktimM. 


•^  S^IT" }  HOUSE  OF  KEPRE8ENTATIVE8  |  Doc^mbht 


FINDHrGS  IN  CASE  OF  BBIG   ALLIANCE 

LXTTBS  FROM  THB  ASSISTANT  GLBRK  OF  THB  COUBT  OF  ClAIKS 
TRANSmniNO  A  C0F7  OF  THE  CONCLUSION  OF  LAW  IN  THB 
FrBNCH      spoliation       casks       BSLATINQ       TO      THB      YESSBL      BBIO 

Aluancb,  Danibl  Deshon,  mastbb 

DxcBMBBB  5, 1907. — ^Refeired  to  the  Committee  on  ClaimB  and  ordered   to  be 

printed 


CouBT  OF  Claims, 
Washington,  D.  C,  December  4, 1907. 
Sib:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit 
herewith  the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20, 
1885.  in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  findings 
bj  tne  court  relating  to  the  vessel  brig  AUianee,  Daniel  Deshon, 
master. 

I  am,  very  respectfuUy,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


i 


fCoait  of  CUtms.    French  spoliations.  Aet  of  January  20, 1886 ;  23  Stat.  L.,  283.  VoL  1,  Sapplemtnt 
to  R.  S.,  2d  Ed.,  471.    VcMd  brig  AUtance,  Daniel  Deihon,  nuMter.] 

No.  of  Claimants. 

17.    WiUiam  Gray,  adminiBtrator,  etc.,  v.  The  United  States. 
S2S6.    George  F.  Csdef ,  administrator  of  Daniel  Deshon,  v.  The  United  States. 
8257.    George  F.  Calef ,  administrator  of  Thomas  G.  Thornton,  v.  The  United  States. 

These  cases  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  2l8t  day  of  October,  1907. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  Charles  W.  Clagett  and  Leon  D.  Geneste,  esqs., 
md  the  United  States,  defendants,  by  the  Attorney-General,  through  his  assistant 
in  the  Department  of  Justice,  John  W .  Trainer,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney- 
General  J.  A.  Van  OrsdeL 

CONCLUSION  OF  LAW. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  considering  the  same,  decide  that  the  claims 
hereiii  aroee  suDsequent  to  the  conclusion  of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States  and 
Fnace  on  the  30th  day  of  September,  1800 ;  that  they  were  not  included  in  the  pri- 
TBte  claims  relinquished  under  the  second  article  of  said  treaty;  and  that  the  court 
kas  no  jurisdiction  thereof  under  the  act  of  January  20, 1885  (23  Stat.  L.,  283). 

By  THB  Court. 

FOed  October  28, 1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  IBth  day  of  November,  1907. 

[skal]  John  Randolph, 

ABsiatarU  Clerk  Cowt  of  Claimg. 


^S^}  HOUSE  OF  BEPBBBKNTATIVEB  {^^^^^vn" 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  BRIG  BUBT 

LbTTBR  from  THS  AS8IBTA1IT  (XSSK  OV  THS  COUBT  OV  GlAIMS 
TRAKSHimNO  A  COFT  OP  THS  OONGLU8ION  OP  LAW  IN  THS  FSSNCH 
SPOUATION   CABS    RSLAHNO  TO   THM   YS8SSL    BBIO  BuBT,  JaMSS    AbT, 


DscBMBSB  5,  1907.— Refeired  to  the  Gommittee  on  dsims  and  ocdered  to  be 

printed 


CouBT  OF  Claims, 
WashingUm,  D.  C,  December  4,  1907. 
Sm:   Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit 
herewith  the  conclusion  of  law  fQed  under  the  act  of  January  20, 
1885.  in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  findingn 
by  tne  court  relating  to  the  vessel  brig  Buby,  James  Art,  master. 
I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolfcl 
Assistant  Cleric  Court  of  ClaimM. 
Hon.  Joseph  O.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representaiivee.  - 


I  Court  of  Oalina.    French  ipoIUtioiis.    Act  of  Janiutry  20, 1885;  23  SUt.  L.,  28S.    VoL  1, 

to  R.  8..  2d  60..  47L    Vessel  brig  Eubp,  James  Art,  master.] 
No.  of 
case.  CUimant. 

1310.    The  president  and  directora  of  the  Insurance  Company  of  North  America  •• 
The  United  States. 

This  case  was  tried  before  the  Court  of  Gaims  on  the  2l8t  day  of  October,  1907. 

The  claimant  was  represented  bv  J.  Bayard  Henry,  and  the  United  States,  de- 
fendants, by  the  Attorney-General,  through  his  assistant  in  the  Department  of  Justice, 
John  W.  Trainer,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney-General  J.  A.  Van  OradeL 

CONCLUSION   OF  LAW. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence  and  after  considering  the  same,  decide  that  the  claim 
herein  was  not  included  in  the  private  claims  relinquished  under  the  second  article 
of  the  treaty  concluded  between  the  United  States  and  France  on  the  30ih  day  of 
September,  1800;  that  it  was  a  claim  relinquished  under  the  ninth  article  of  the 
treaty  concluded  between  the  United  States  and  Spain  on  the  22d  day  of  February, 
1819,  and  was  paid  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the  provisions  of  said  treaty;  and  that 
the  court  has  no  jurisdiction  thereof  under  the  act  of  January  20, 1885  (23  Stat.  L.,  283). 

Bt  thb  Coubt. 

Filed  October  28, 1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  18th  day  of  November,  1907. 

[seal.]  John  Randouph, 

AuistarU  Clerk  Cowt  qf  CUdam. 


QOth  Co50re8b\  nnTTfli?.  mr  T?T?.PiJT?jairxrTATTVP'ja  /  Documbht 


laSeitUm      j 


HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 


FINDINGS  Df  CASE  OF  BRIG  RUTH 

Lbttbs    fbom    the   assistant    clerk    of  thb   Coubt  of   Claims 
tkansmimno  a  copy  of   thb  conclusion  of  law  in  thb  french 

SPOLIATION     CASES  '  RELATING     TO    THE    VESSEL    BRIO     RuTH,     SaMUEL 
TOWNSEND,   MASTER 

Dbcbmbbb  5,  1907. — ^Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  b« 

printed 


•  Court  of  Claims, 
Washington,  D.  C,  December  4,  1907. 
Snt:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit 
herewith  the  conclusion  of  law  filed  imder  the  act  of  January  20, 
1885,  in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  findings 
bytJie  court  relating  to  the  vessel  brig  Rvih,  Samuel  Townsend, 
master. 

I  am,  very  respectfuUy,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


(Oourt  of  Cbrfmi.    Fveoofa  ipolUttioiift.    Act  of  January  20.  1885;  23  Stat  L.,  283.    VoL  1,  Supplement 

to  R.  B.,  3a  e<L,  47L    Veaael  brig  Ruth,  Samuel  Townsend,  matter.] 
Naof 
can.  CUimants. 

2516.    Viets  G.  Peck,  executor  of  Nicholas  Peck,  v.  The  United  States. 

Stephen  T.  Church  and  William  Howe  Church,  executors  of  Thomas  Church, 

V.  The  United  States. 
James  D.  Wardwell,  administrator  of  James  Wardwell,  v.  The  United  States. 

These  cases  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  2lBt  day  of  October,  1907. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  A.  H.  Cragin,  and  the  United  States,  defend- 
ants, bv  the  Attorney-General,  through  his  assistant  in  the  Department  of  Justice, 
Mm  W.  Trainer,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney-General  J.  A.  Van  Orsdel. 

CONCLUSION   OF  LAW. 

The  oourt,  upon  the  evidence  and  after  considering  the  same,  decide  that  the  claims 
herein  were  not  included  in  the  private  claims  relinquished  under  the  second  article 
oi  the  treaty  concluded  between  the  United  States  and  France  on  the  30th  day  of 
September,  1800;  that  they  were  claims  relinquished  under  the  ninth  article^of  the 
treaty  concluded  between  the  United  States  and  Spain  on  the  22d  day  of  February, 
1819,  and  were  paid  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the  provisions  of  said  treaty,  and  that 
the  oourt  has  no  jurisdiction  thereof  under  the  act  of  January  20, 1885  (23  Stat.  L.,  283). 

Bt  thb  Court. 

FQed  October  28, 1907. 

A  tme  copy. 

Teit  this  18th  day  of  November,  1907. 

[•BAL.]  John  Randolph, 

Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 


^^^^^}  HOUSE  OF  EEPRESENTATIVES  /  ^^^*^^So*" 


FINDINGS  Hr  CASE  OF  BBIG  IJTTIiE '  MABIA 

Lbtter  fbom  thb   assistant    clerk   of  thb   Court    of    Claim8 

TRANSMITTINO    A    COPY    OF    THB    CONCLUSION    OF  LAW  IN    THB   FrBNCH 

spoliation  cases   relatino  to   the    vessel  brio  Ltetlb  Maria, 
John  Thompson,  master 

December  5,  1907.— Referred  to  the  Committee  on  daims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed 


•  Court  of  Claims, 

Washington,  D.  C,  December  4,  1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit 
herewith  the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20, 
18S5,  in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  findings 
by  the  court  relating  to  the  vessel  brig  LitUe  Maria,  John  Thomp- 
son, master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolpbl 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims^ 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  Rouse  of  Representatives. 


[Court  of  aaims.    French  spoliations.    Act  of  Januarv  20, 1885;  23  Stat.  L.,  283.    VoL  1, 

to  R.  8.,  2d  ed.,  471.    Vessel  brig  Little  Marian  John  Thompson,  master.] 
No.  of 
case.  Claimant. 

317.    John  J.  Helm  and  William  W.  Vasse,  administrators  of  Ambrose  Vasse,  v.  The 
United  States. 

416.    Francis  R.  Pemberton,  administrator  of  John  Clifford,  v.  The  United  States. 
1447.    William  Brooke  Rawle,  administrator,  et  al.,  v.  The  United  States. 
3848.    Robert  Wells,  administrator  of  Gideon  H.  Wells,  v.  The  United  States. 
5057.    0.  L.  WuUweber,  administrator  of  Israel  Brown,  v.  The  United  States. 

These  cases  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  21st  day  of  October,  1907. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  John  A.  Toomey,  J.  Bayard  Henry,  John  H. 
Merrill,  and  A.  Chester,  and  the  United  States,  defendants,  by  &e  Attorney-Genaal, 
through  his  assistant  in  the  Denartment  of  Justice,  John  W.  Trainer,  with  whom 
was  i^istant  Attorney-General  J.  A.  Van  Orsdel. 

CONCLUSION   OF  LAW. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  considering  the  same,  decide  that  the  claims 
heroin  arose  subsequent  to  the  conclusion  of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States 
and  France  on  the  30th  day  of  September,  1800;  that  they  were  not  included  in  the 
private  claims  relinquished  under  the  second  article  of  said  treaty;  and  that  the 
court  has  no  jurisdiction  thereof  under  the  act  of  January  20, 1885  (23  Stat.  L.,  283). 

By  the  Coubt. 

Filed  October  28, 1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  thb  18th  day  of  November,  1907. 

[sxAL.l  John  Randolph, 

AuUtani  Clerk  Cowl  qf  OamB. 


^^tow^wT"}  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  {  Document 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  BRIG  NABBY 

Lbttsr    from    th»    assistant    cleric   op  the   Court   op   Claims 
transmittinq    a    copy     op    the    conclusion     op    law     in    tub 

FeBMCH    8POLIATION     CASES    RELATING    TO     THE    VESSEL  BRIO  NaBBY, 

James  Gardner,  master 

Dbcxmbsb  5,  1907. — ^Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed 


Court  of.  Claims, 
Washington,  D.  C,  December  4,  1907. 
Sib:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit 
herewith  the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20, 
1885.  in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  fmHings 
by  tne  court  relating  to  the  vessel  brig  Nobby,  James  Gardner, 
master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  Q.  Cannon, 

SpeaJcer  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


(Court  of  GUlmA.    Fnoch  fpollations.  Act  of  January  20. 1885;  23  Stat.  L.,  283.    VoL  1,  Supplement 

to  B.  S.«  ad  ed..  47L  Vessel  brig  Nobby ^  Jumes  Qardner,  master.] 
lloicf 
esMb  Clalxnants. 

114.  Jobn  Morton  Clinch,  administrator  of  Perez  Morton,  v.  The  United  States. 
8583.  Charles  T.  Levering,  administrator  of  Joseph  Taylor,  v.  The  United  States. 
4176.    William  I.  Monroe,  administrator  of  John  brazef ,  v.  The  United  States. 

These  cases  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  2l8t  da^r  of  October,  1907. 

The^daimantB  were  represented  by  Curtis  A  Pickett,  and  the  United  States,  defend- 
ants, by  the  Attomey-ueneral,  through  his  assistant  in  the  Department  of  Justice, 
Moi  W.  Tiainer,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney-General  J.  A.  Van  Orsdel. 

CONCLUSION   OP  LAW. 

The  ooQit,  upon  the  evidence  and  after  considering  the  same,  decide  that  the  claims 
herem  were  not  included  in  the  private  claims  relinquished  under  the  second  arti- 
cle of  the  treaty  concluded  between  the  United  States  and  France  on  the  30th  day 
ol  SepCember,  1800;  that  they  were  cleaims  relinquished  under  the  ninth  article  of 
the  treaty  concluded  between  the  United  States  and  Spain  on  the  22d  day  of  Febru- 
ary, 1819,  and  were  paid  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the  provisions  of  said  treaty,  and 
tttil  the  court  has  no  jurisdiction  thereof  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885  (23  Stat. 


L..283). 

FHed  October  28, 1907. 
A  tma  copy. 
il6th 


By  thb  Court. 


Teat  this  15th  day  of  November,  1907. 

[sbalJ  John  Randolph. 

AssistaTit   Clerk  Court  of  Claimi. 


^Ut  ^SS^ }  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  {  ^^^^*5^"*" 


FmDmGS  IN  CASE  OF  BBIG  GEOBOE 

Lbtter  from  the   Assistant  Clerk   of  the   Court  of  Claims, 

transmittino    a    copy    of    the    conclusion    of    law    in    thb 

French  spouation  cases  relating  to  the  vessel  brio  Gborqb, 

Hubbard,  master. 

December  5, 1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed 


Court  of  Claims, 
Washington,  D.  C,  December  4f  1907. 
Sir:   Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit 
herewith  the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20, 
1885,  in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  findings 

by  the  court  relating  to  the  vessel  brig  George, Hubbard,  master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph^ 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Cmma. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Court  of  Clahnt.    French  spoliations.    Act  of  Jannnry  20, 1885;  23  Stat.  L.,  283.    Vol.  1,  SuppleiiMiit 

to  R.  8.,  2d  ed.,  471.    Vessel,  brig  George,  Uabbard,  master.] 
No.  of 
ease.  Claimant. 

3390.    John  N.  A.  Griswold,  trustee  of  the  Columbian  Insurance  Company  v.  The 

United  States. 
4577.    William  H.  S.  Elting,  administrator  of  Peter  Elting,  v.  The  United  States. 

These  cases  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  21st  day  of  October,  1907. 

The  claimants  were  represented  bv  Curtis  &  Pickett,  and  John  C.  Clark,  and  the 
United  States,  defendants,  by  the  Attoniev-General,  throup:h  his  assistant  in  the 
Department  of  Justice,  John  W.  Trainer,  witlii  whom  was  Assistant  Attomey-Genenl 
J.  A.  Van  Orsdel. 

CONCLUSION   OF  LAW. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  considerinp  the  same,  decide  that  the  claims 
herein  arose  subsequent  to  the  conchision  of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States 
and  France  on  the  30th  day  of  September,  1800:  that  they  were  not  included  in  the  pri- 
vate claims  relinquished  under  the  second  article  of  said  treaty;  and  that  the  court 
has  no  jurisdiction  thereof  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885  (23  Stat.  L.,  283). 

By  thb  Coubt. 

Filed  October  28,  1907. 

A  tmc  copy. 

Test  this  18th  day  of  November,  1907. 

[seal.]  John  Randolph, 

AxsUtarU  Clerk  Court  (^  Ckms. 

o 


^^S^r*}  HOUSE  OF  EEPEESENTATIVE8  |  Document 


FENGDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  BRIG  BETSEY,  HALIBUBTON, 

MASTER 

Letter   prom    the    assistant    clerk   of  the   Court   of   Claims, 
transmnjing  a  copy  of  the   conclusion  op  law  in  the  french 

SPOLLATION     CASES     RELATING    TO    THE   VESSEL     BRIO    BeTSET,   GeORGB 

Haliburton,  master 

Dbcbmbbe  5,  1907. — Referred   to  the  Committee  on  Claims   and  ordered  to  be 

printed 


Court  of  Claims, 
Wdshington,  D.  C,  December  4,  1907. 
Sib:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit 
herewith  the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20, 
1885.  in  the  French  spoUation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  findings 
by  tne  court  relating  to  the  vessel  brig  Betsey,  George  Haliburton, 
master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Oourt  of  Claims.    French  spoliations.    Act  of  January  20.  1885;  23  Stat.  L.,  283.    VoL  1,  Supplement 

to  R.  S..  2d  ed..  47L    Vessel  brig  Brtsey,  George  Haliburton,  master.] 
No.  of 
esse.  Claimants. 

3454.    Charles  T.  Lovering,  administrator  of  Joseph  Taylor,  v.  The  United  States. 
4170.    Lucy  8.  Ciwhing,  administratrix  of  JaOob  Sheaf e,  v.  The  United  States. 

These  cases  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  21st  day  of  October,  1907. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  Curtis  &  Pickett,  and  the  United  States,  defend- 
ants, by  the  Attorney-General,  through  his  assistant  in  the  Department  of  Justice, 
lohn  W.  Trainer,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney-General  J.  A.  Van  Orsdel. 

CONCLUSION   OP  LAW. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  considering  the  same,  decide  that  the  claims 
bemn  were  not  included  in  the  private  claims  relinquished  under  the  second  article 
ol  the  treaty  concluded  between  the  United  States  and  France  on  the  30th  day  of 
September,  1800;  that  they  were  claims  relinquished  under  the  ninth  article  of  the 
tremty  CMicluded  between  the  United  States  and  Spain  on  the  2d  day  of  February, 
1819,  and  were  paid  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the  provisions  of  said  treaty,  and  that 
the  oourt  hM  no  jurisdiction  thereof  under  the  act  of  January  20, 1885  (23  Stat.  L. ,  283). 

By  thb  Court. 

Filed  October  28, 1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  16lh  day  of  November,  1907. 

fcBAi^]  John  Randolph. 

Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 


^1<&wS^}  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  {  Doctmbht 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  BBIO  EUCHABIS 

Letter   from    the   assistant    clerk    op    the   Court  or  Claims 

TRANSMirriNG    A    COPY    OP    THE    CONCLUSION    OP    LAW   IN    THE    FRENCH 
SPOLL^TION  CASES  RELATING  TO  THE    VESSEL  BRIG  EUCHARIS,  W.  PRICB, 

MASTER 

Dbcbmber  5,  1907.— Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed 


Court  of  Claims^ 
Washington,  D.  C,  December  4,  1907. 
Sir:    Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit 
h^it^with  the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20, 
ISSS,  in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  finHiiiga 
by  tlie  court  relating  to  the  vessel  brig  Eucharia,  W.  Price,  master. 
I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Covrt  of  ClaimM. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


Court  of  CUklms.    French  spoliations.    Act  of  January  20, 1885;  23  Stat.  L..  2S3.    VoL  1. 


I 


to  R.  S.,  2d  ed.,  471.    Vessel  brig  EucharU,  W.  Price,  master.] 
No.  of 

Claimants.  i 


1792.    David  Stewart  and  John  E.  Semmes,  receivers  of  tlie  Baltimore  Insurance  Oon^    j 

pany,  v.  The  United  States. 
1851.    George  M.  Gill,  administrator  of  Grabriel  Wood,  v.  The  United  States. 

These  cases  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  21st  day  of  October,  1907. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  John  E.  Serames,  and  the  United  States. 
defendants,  by  the  Attomev-General,  through  his  a-ssistant  in  the  Department  of 
Justice,  John  W.  Trainer,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney-General  J.  A.  Van  OrsdeL 

.      CONCLUSION   OF  LAW. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  considering  the  same,  decide  that  the  dmimt 
herein  arose  subsequent  to  the  conclusion  of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States 
and  France  on  tho  30th  day  of  September,  1800;  that  they  were  not  included  in  the 
private  claims  rclinq^uishod  under  the  second  article  of  said  treaty;  and  that  the 
court  has  no  jurisdiction  thereof  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1855  (23  Stat.  L.,  283). 

Bt  thb  Coubt. 

Filed  October  28,  1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  16th  day  of  November,  1907. 

[sBAL.J  John  Randolph, 

Assistant  Clerk  Court  qf  daimi. 


J 


^^toST"}  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  |  Doc^^ent 


FODINOS  TS  CASE  OF  BBIG  FRANKLIN 

LbTTSB    ntOX     THB     ASSISTANT     CLERK    OT     THE     CoURT    OT    CLAIMS 

tbansmmino    a    cofy     of    the     conclusion     of    law    in    the 

French  spoliation  cases  relating  to  the  vessel  brig  Franklin, 

Benjamin  Chandler,  master 

DscsiCBSB  6,  1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed 


Court  op  Claims, 
Washington,  D,  (7.,  December  4,  1907. 
Sib:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit 
herewith  the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20, 
1885,  in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  findings 
by  the  court  relating  to  the  vessel  brig  Franklin,  Benjamin  Chandler, 
master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Cleric  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


fCoort  of  Clfttmfl.    Fraush  ipoliatlonB.    Act  of  January  20, 1885;  23  Stat.  L.,  283.    VoL  1,  Supplomcnt 

to  B.  8.,  ad  ea.,  471.    Veaoel  brig  Franklin,  Benjamin  Chundlor,  master.] 
No.  of 
cue.  Claimant.  ' 

2509.    Peter  Thacher  et  al.,  executors  of  Barrett  Potter,  v.  The  United  Statos. 
S018.    Charles  H.  BlaisdeU,  administrator  of  Samuol  Dennett,  v.  The  United  States. 
3381.    John  N.  A.  Griswold,  trustee  of  the  Columbian  Insurance  Company,  v.  The 
United  States. 

These  caaeB  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  2l8t  day  of  October,  1907. 

The  daimauts  were  represented  by  George  A.  Kine  and  Curtis  i  Pickett,  and  the 
United  States,  defendants,  by  the  Attorncy-Gcnoral,  throuc:li  his  assistant  in  the 
Department  of  Justice,  John  w.  Trainer,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney-General 
J.  A.  Van  Orsdel. 

CONCLUSION  OF  LAW. 

nie  court,  upon  the  evidence  and  after  considering  the  same,  decide  that  the  claims 
herein  arose  subsequent  to  the  conclusion  of  the  treaty  between  the  United  Stnfefi 
and  Fi»nce  on  the  30th  day  of  September,  1800;  that  they  wore  not  inchided  in  the 
private  daimn  relinquished  under  the  second  article  of  said  treaty;  and  thai  the 
court  has  no  jurisdiction  thereof  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885  (23  Stat.  L.,  283). 

By  tub  Couut. 
raed  October  28, 1907. 
A  true  001^. 

Test  this  18th  day  of  November,  A.  D.  1907. 
[sBAlta]  John  Randolph, 

Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
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FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  BKIG  EUCHABIS 

Letter  from    the    assistant    clerk    of    the   Court  of  Claims 

TRANSMITTING    A    COPY    OP    THE    CONCLUSION    OF    LAW   IN    THE    FrENCH 
6P0LLAT10N  CASES  RELATING  TO  THE    VESSEL  BRIG  EUCHARIS,  W.  PRICB, 

MASTER 

December  5,  1907. — Refcired  to  the  Committee  on  ClainiB  and  ordered  to  be 

printed 


Court  of  Claims^ 
Washington,  D,  C,  December  4,  1907. 
Sib:    Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit 
herewith  the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20, 
1885,  in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  findings 
by  the  court  relating  to  the  vessel  brig  EuchariSj  W.  Price,  master. 
I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolfbl 
Assistant  Clerk  Covrt  of  Claim$. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


Court  of  CUklms.    French  spoliations.    Act  of  January  20,  1885;  23  St4it.  L.,  2S3.    VoL  1,  Snpplaimt 

to  R.  8.,  2d  ed.,  471.    Vessel  brig  Eucharu,  W.  Price,  master.] 
No.  of 
case.  Claimants. 

1792.    David  Stewart  and  John  E.  SenimeB,  receivers  of  tlie  Baltimore  Insurance Oooi* 

pany,  v.  The  United  States. 
1851.    George  M.  Gill,  administrator  of  Gabriel  Wood,  v.  The  United  States. 

These  cases  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  21st  day  of  October,  1907. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  John  E.  Semmes,  and  the  United  States. 
defendants,  by  the  Attorney-General,  through  his  a«^istant  in  the  Department  of 
Justice,  John  W.  Trainer,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney-General  J.  A.  Van  OrsdeL 

.      CONCLUSION   07  LAW. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  considering  the  same,  decide  that  the  daims 
herein  arose  subsequent  to  the  conclusion  of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States 
and  France  on  the  30th  day  of  September,  1800;  that  they  were  not  included  in  the 
private  claims  relinq^uishwl  under  the  second  article  of  said  treaty;  and  that  the 
court  has  no  jurisdiction  thereof  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1855  (23  Stat.  L.,  283). 

Bt  thb  Coubt. 

Filed  October  28,  1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  16th  day  of  November,  1907. 

[sBAL.J  John  Kakdolfh, 

Assistant  Clerk  Court  qf  Claims. 


^Ml^^Sm^}  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  {  Dootobwt 


FODINOS  IN  CASE  OF  BBIO  FLORA 

Lbttxr  from    thb    assistant  clbrk    or    the   Court  or  Claims 

TRANSMXTTINO      A      COFY     OF     THB      CONCLUSION       OT      LAW     IN      THB 
FrBNGH   SPOLIATION    CASBS     RBLATINQ    TO     THE  VESSEL     BRIO     FlORA, 

Samuel  Creswbll,  master. 

Dbcbmbbr  6,  1907. — ^Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed 


Court  of  Claims, 
Wdshington,  D.  C,  December  4,  1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit 
heremth  tihie  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20, 
1885.  in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  findings 
by  tne  court  relating  to  the  vessel  brig  Flora,  Samuel  CresweU, 
master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Cleric  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives, 


[Court  of  CUlxni.    French  spoliatloni.  Act  of  January  20. 1885;  23  Stat.  L..  283.    Vol.  1,  Supplement 

to  B.  a,  2a  ed.,  47L  Vessel  brig  Flora,  Samuel  CresweU.  master.] 
No.  of 
eua.  Claimant. 

295.  A.  Louis  Eakin,  administrator  of  Chandler  Price,  v.  The  United  States. 

410.  Francis  R.  Pemberton,  administrator  of  John  Clifford,  v.  The  United  States. 

439.  William  Mifflin,  administrator  of  Ebenezer  Large,  v.  The  United  States. 

789.  The  President  and  Directors  of  the  Insurance  Company  of  North  America  v. 

The  United  States. 

1439.  William  A.  M.  Fuller,  administrator,  et  al.,  v.  The  United  States. 

1489.  William  W.  Vasse,  administrator  of  Ambrose  Vasse,  v.  The  United  States. 

2546.  Frederick  W.  Meeker,  administrator  of  Samuel  Meeker,  v.  The  United  States. 

2745.  The  City  of  Philadelphia,  administrator  of  Stephen  Girard,  v.  The  United 

States. 

8129.  Alexander  C.  M.  Pennington,  heir  of  Joseph  Ball,  v.  The  United  States. 

3842.  Robert  Wells,  administrator  of  Gideon  H.  Wells,  v.  The  United  States. 

5047.  O.  L.  Wullweber,  administrator  of  Israel  Brown,  v.  The  United  States. 

These  cases  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  2l8t  day  of  October,  1907. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  Curtis  &  Pickett,  John  A.  Toomey,  John  H. 
Merrill,  J.  Bayard  Henry,  J.  Hubley  Ashton,  and  George  A.  King,  and  the  United 
Sttttes,  defendants,  by  ihe  Attomejr-General,  through  his  assistant  in  the  Depart- 
ment of  Justice,  John  W.  Trainer,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney-General  J.  A. 
Van  Ondel. 

CONCLUSION  or  LAW. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence  and  after  considering  the  same,  decide  that  the  claims 
herein  aiose  subsequent  to  fhe  conclusion  of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States 
and  Prance  on  the  30th  day  of  September,  1800;  that  they  were  not  included  in  the 
private  claims  relinquished  under  the  second  article  of  said  treaty;  and  that  the 
court  has  no  jurisdiction  thereof  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885  (23  Stat.  L.,  283). 

Bt  thb  Coubt. 

FQed  October  28, 1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  16th  day  of  November,  1907. 

[SBAX..]  John  Randolph, 

AMsiiUmi  Ckrh  Court  of  Claina. 

o 


^IM  ^^^^  ]  HOUSE  OF  EEPRESENTATI VES  {  ^^^^^"^^ 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  BRIG  FAVORITE 

Letteb  fbom  the  assistant  clerk  of  the  Ck}URT  OF  Claims 

TRANSMITTINO  A  COPY  OF  THE  CONCLUSION  OF  LAW  IN   THE  FbENCH 

spoliation  case  BELATING  to  THE  VESSEL  BRIG  FAVORITE,  BENJAMIN 

Seabubt,  MASTEB 

December  5,  1907. — ^Referred  to  the  Ck)mmittee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed 


Court  op  Claims, 
Washington^  D.  C,  December  4, 1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit  here- 
with the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885,  in 
the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  findings  by  the 
court  relating  to  the  vessel  brig  Favorite^  Benjamin  Seabury,  master. 
I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Court  of  Claims.  French  spoliations.  Act  of  Januarr  20,  1885;  23  8t«t.  L.,  288. 
Vol.  1,  Supplement  to  B.  8.,  2d  ed.,  471.  Vessel  brig  Vavoritt,  Benjamin  Sealmrj. 
master.] 

No.  of 
case.  Claimant. 

4075.    Ann  C.  Fry  and  Mary  H.  Fry,  administratrices  of  Benjamin  Fry,  v.  The 
United  States. 

This  case  was  tried  before  tlie  Court  of  Claims  on  tlie  21st  day  of  October, 
li;07. 

The  claimants  were  roprosented  by  Cole  &  Cole  and  the  United  States,  de- 
fendants, by  the  Attorney-General,  through  his  assistant  in  the  I>eiMirtment  of 
Justice,  John  W.  Traiuer,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney-Genei-al  J.  A* 
Van  Orsdel. 

CONCLUSION   OF   LAW. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  considering  the  same,  decide  that  the 
claim  herein  arose  subsequent  to  the  conclusion  of  the  treaty  between  the  United 
States  and  France  on  the  30th  day  of  September,  ISOO;  that  it  was  not  included 
in  the  private  claims  relinqulshini  under  the  s(H<>n<l  article  of  said  treaty,  and 
that  the  court  has  no  Jurisdiction  thereof  under  the  act  of  January  20,  ISSft 
(23  Stat.  L.,  283). 

Bt  the  Oocbt. 

Filed  October  28,  1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  16th  day  of  November,  1007. 

[SEAL. J  John  Randolph, 

AsshianX  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 


*^  &JISJr" }  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  {  Document 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  BBIG  FRIENDSHIP 

LKTTEB    ntOH    THE    ASSISTANT    CLERK    OF    THE    Ck>UBT    OF    CLAIMS, 

transmitting  a  copt  of  the  conclusions  of  law  and  of  fact  in 

ths    french    spoliation    cases    relating   to    the    vessel    brio 

Friendship,  William  Young,  master 

Dkkmbb  5,  1907ir— Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  of  Claims, 
Washington^  D.  (7.,  December  ^,  1907. 
oir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit  here- 
with the  conclusions  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885, 
in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  findmgs  by  the 
court  relating  to  the  brig  Friendship^  William  Young,  master. 
I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Kandolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Coart  of  Claims.    French  spollatloDS.    Act  of  January  20,  1885,  23  Stat.  L..  283.    VoL  1, 
Supplement  to  R.  8.,  2d  ed.,  471.     Vessel  brig  Friendship,  William  Toung.  master.] 

Ha  of 

Claimant. 


2326.     Stephen  P.  Fairfield,  administrator  of  William  Taylor,  v.  The  United 

States. 
2510.     Peter  Thatcher  et  al,  executors  of  Barrett  Potter,  v.  The  United 
2818.    Herbert   R.    Sargent,   administrator   of   Payne   Elwell,   v.   The    United 

States. 
5567.    John  S.  Webber,  administrator  of  Payne  Elwell,  t?.  The  United  States. 

These  cases  were  tried  before  the  Ck)urt  of  Claims  on  the  21st  day  of  October, 
1907. 

Tbe  claimants  were  represented  by  EM  win  B.  Smith,  George  A.  King,  and 
Edward  Lander,  and  the  United  States,  defendants,  by  the  Attorney-General, 
through  his  assistant  in  the  Department  of  Justice,  John  W.  Trainer,  with 
whom  was  Assistant  Attorney-General  J.  A.  Van  Orsdel. 

CONCLUSION  or  LAW. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  considering  the  same,  decide  that  the 
claims  herein  arose  subsequent  to  the  conclusion  of  the  treaty-  between  the 
United  States  and  France  on  the  30th  day  of  September,  1880;  that  they  were 
not  included  In  the  private  claims  relinquished  under  the  second  article  of  said 
treaty ;  and  tliat  the  court  lias  no  jurisdiction  thereof  under  the  act  of  January 
TO.  1886  (23  Stat  L.,  283). 

By  the  Coust. 

Filed,  October  28,  1907. 

A  troe  copy. 

T^st  this  16th  day  of  November,  1907. 

[SEAL.]  John    Randolph, 

Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 

o 


^a^^^}  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  {  ^^^^^*" 


FINDINOS  Df  CASE  OF  BRIG  BXTBY 

Lrttbr  from  the   assistant    clerk   of    thb   Court  of    Claims 
transmittino   a  copt   of  thb  conclusion  of  law  in  the  french 

SPOLIATION   CASE    RELATING  TO   THE    VESSEL    BRIG  RUBT,  JaXES    ART, 

master 

December  6,  1907.— Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  oid^ed  to  be 

printed 


Court  of  Claims, 
WasMngtonf  D.  C,  December  4, 1907. 
Sm:   Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Clahns,  I  transmit 
herewith  the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20, 
1885.  in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  findings 
by  tne  coiu*t  relating  to  the  vessel  brig  Buby,  James  Art,  master. 
I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolfel 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claim$. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


I  Court  of  Glaiini.    Freiudi  ipollationi.    Act  of  January  20, 1885;  23  Stat.  L.,  283^    VoL  1, 

to  R.  a,  2d  ed.,  i7L    Vessel  brig  Ruby,  James  Art,  master.] 
No.  of 

daimant. 


1310.    The  president  and  directors  of  the  Insurance  Company  of  North  America  «• 
The  United  States. 

This  case  was  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  2l8t  day  of  October,  1907. 

The  claimant  was  represented  bv  J.  Bayard  Henry,  and  the  United  States,  de- 
fendants, by  the  Attorney-General,  through  bis  assistant  in  the  Department  of  Justice, 
John  W.  Tiainer,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney-General  J.  A.  Van  OrsdeL 

CONCLUSION   OF  LAW. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence  and  after  considering  the  same,  decide  that  the  claim 
herein  was  not  included  in  the  private  claims  relinquished  under  the  second  article 
of  the  treaty  concluded  between  the  United  States  and  France  on  the  30th  day  of 
September,  1800;  that  it  was  a  claim  relinquished  under  the  ninth  article  of  the 
treaty  concluded  between  the  United  States  and  Spain  on  the  22(1  day  of  February, 
1819,  and  was  paid  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the  provisions  of  said  treaty;  and  that 
the  court  has  no  jurisdiction  thereof  under  the  act  oi  January  20, 1885  (23  Stat.  L.,  283). 

Bt  ths  Cousr. 

FUed  October  28, 1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  18th  day  of  November,  1907. 

[seal.]  John  Randolfh, 

AjuUtant  CUrk  Court  qf  Claim». 
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HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 


PINDDrOS  IN  CASE  OF  BKIG  RUTH 

LbTTSB     from     the     A8SI0TANT     CLERK     OF    THE     COUBT    OF    CLAIMS 

TBANaMITTINO    A    COFY    OF    THE    CONCLUSION   OF    LAW  IN    THE  FRENCH 

8FOLIATION     CA8BS  '  RELATING    TO    THE    VESSEL    BRIG     RUTH,     SaMUEL 

TOWNSEND,  MASTER 

Dbcbmbbb  5,  1907. — ^Refenred  to  the  Coinmittee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed 


•  Court  op  Claims, 
Wdshington,  D.  C,  December  4,  t907. 
Sib:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit 
herewith  the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20, 
1885,  in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  finding 
by  the  court  relating  to  the  vessel  brig  Ruth,  Samuel  Townsend, 
master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


(Oomt  of  GtoimL    Fnooli  ipoliationa.  Act  of  January  20, 1885;  23  Stat.  L.,  283.    VoL  1,  Supplement 

to  B.  a,  3a  ed.,  i7L  Vesael  brig  Ruth,  Samuel  Townsend.  master.] 
Nao( 
ease.  Claimants. 

2516.    VietB  G.  Peck,  executor  of  Nicholas  Peck,  v.  The  United  States. 

Stephen  T.  Church  and  WiUiam  Howe  Church,  executors  of  Thomas  Church, 

V.  The  United  States. 
James  D.  Wardwell,  administrator  of  James  Wardwell,  v.  The  United  States. 

These  cases  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  21st  day  of  October,  1907. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  A.  H.  Cragin,  and  the  United  States,  defend- 
tots,  by  die  Attorney-General,  throi^  his  assistant  in  the  Department  of  Justice, 
Jolm  W.  Trainer,  wim  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney-General  J.  A.  Van  Orsdel. 

CONCLUSION  OF  LAW. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence  and  after  considering  the  same,  decide  that  the  claims 
hereiii  were  not  included  in  the  private  claims  relinquished  under  the  second  article 
of  the  treaty  concluded  between  the  United  States  and  France  on  the  30th  day  of 
September,  1800;  that  they  were  claims  relinquished  under  the  ninth  article.of  the 
treaty  concluded  between  the  United  States  and  Spain  on  the  22d  day  of  February, 
1819,  and  were  paid  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the  provisions  of  said  treaty,  and  that 
the  court  ham  no  jurisdiction  thereof  under  the  act  of  January  20, 1885  (23  Stat.  L. ,  283) . 

Bt  ths  Court. 

FaedOclob€r28,1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  18th  day  of  November,  1907. 

[•BAL.]  John  Randolph, 

AsmUmt  Clerk  Court  of  Clams. 


^^IsSSw**}  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  |  ^^^^^"^ 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  BRIG  IJTTIiE' MARIA 

LXTTXR  FROM  THB  ASSISTANT  CLERK  OF  THS  CoURT  OF  CLAIMS 
TRANSMnrXNG  A  COPT  OT  THB  CONCLUSION  OF  LAW  IN  THE  FRENCH 
SPOLIATION    CASES     RBLATINQ    TO     THE     VESSEL    BRIO    LiTTLB    MaRIA, 

John  Thompson,  master 

December  5,  1907. — ^Referred  to  the  Goinmittee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed 


•  Court  of  Claims, 

WasMngtoTij  D,  (7.,  December  4,  /S07. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit 
herewith  the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20, 
1885,  in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  findings 
by  the  court  relating  to  the  vessel  brig  LMU  Marian  John  Thomp- 
son, master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistavi  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Court  of  Claims.    French  spoliatioiiB.    Act  of  January  20. 1885;  23  Stat.  L.,  283.    VoL  1,  SuupiauMat 

to  R.  S. .  2d  ed. .  471.    Vessel  brig  LMe  Maria,  John  ThomiMon,  master.] 
No.  of 
case.  Oaimant. 

317.    John  J.  Helm  and  William  W.  Vasse,  administrators  of  Ambrose  Vasse,  v.  Tbe 
United  States. 

416.    Francis  R.  Pemberton,  administrator  of  John  Clifford,  v.  The  United  States. 
1447.    William  Brooke  Rawle,  administrator,  et  al.,  v.  The  United  States. 
3848.    Robert  Wells,  administrator  of  Gideon  H.  Wells,  v.  The  United  States. 
6057.    O.  L.  WuUweber,  administrator  of  Israel  Brown,  v.  The  United  States. 

These  cases  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  21st  day  of  October,  1907. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  John  A.  Toomey,  J.  Bayard  Henry,  John  H. 
Merrill,  and  A.  Chester,  and  the  United  States,  defendants,  by  the  Attorney-General, 
through  his  assistant  in  the  Department  of  Justice,  John  W.  Trainer,  with  whom 
was  ./distant  Attorney-General  J.  A.  Van  Orsdel. 

CONCLUSION  or  LAW. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  considering  the  same,  decide  that  the  claims 
herein  arose  subsequent  to  the  conclusion  of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States 
and  France  on  the  30th  day  of  September,  1800;  that  they  were  not  included  in  the 
private  claims  relinquished  under  the  second  article  of  said  treaty;  and  that  the 
court  has  no  jurisdiction  thereof  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885  (23  Stat.  L.,  2S3)« 

Bt  the  Coubt. 

FUed  October  28, 1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  18th  day  of  November,  1907. 

[axAL.]  John  Randolph, 

AMsistant  Clerk  Court  qf  CZatms. 

o 


*^fi«B^»r"}  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  {  Document 


FINDINGS  TS  CASE  OF  BKIG  NABBT 

Lbttbb    trou   thb    assistant    clerk   op  the   Court   of   CLAnis 

TRANSMITTINQ      A      COPY       OP      THE       CONCLUSION       OF      LAW       IN      TUB 
FrSMCH    BPOUATION     cases    RELATING    TO     THE    VESSEL  BRIO  NaBBT, 

James  Gabon  br,  master 

DscBMBSB  5,  1907. — ^Refenred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed 


Court  of.  Clait^is, 
Washington,  D.  C,  December  4,  1907. 
Sm:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit 
lierewith  the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20, 
1885.  in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  linHings 
by  tne  court  relating  to  the  vessel  brig  Nabby,  James  Gardner, 
master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  Q.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


ICooit  of  CUklnii.    French  fpollations.  Act  of  January  20. 1885;  23  Stat.  L..  283.    VoL  1.  Supplement 

to  B.  8.»  ad  ed.,  47L  Veasel  brig  Nabby ^  James  Gardner,  master.] 
Noi  d 
cue.  Claimants. 

114.  John  Morton  Clinch,  administrator  of  Perez  Morton,  v.  The  United  States. 
8583.  Charles  T.  Levering,  administrator  of  Joseph  Taylor,  v.  The  United  States. 
4176.    William  I.  Monroe,  administrator  of  John  Brazef ,  v.  The  United  States. 

These  cases  were  tried  hefore  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  2l8t  day  of  October,  1907. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  Curtis  &  Pickett,  and  the  United  States,  defend- 
tats,  bv  the  Attorney-General,  through  his  assistant  in  the  Department  of  Justice, 
lobn  W.  Trainer,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney-General  J.  A.  Van  Orsdel. 

CONCLUSION  OP  LAW. 

The  oonrt,  upon  the  evidence  and  after  considering  the  same,  decide  that  the  claims 
herein  were  not  included  in  the  private  claims  relinquished  under  the  second  arti* 
c^  of  the  treaty  concluded  between  the  United  States  and  France  on  the  30th  day 
of  September,  1800;  that  they  were  cleaims  relinquished  under  the  ninth  article  of 
the  treaty  concluded  between  the  United  States  and  Spain  on  the  22d  day  of  Febru- 
ary, 1819,  and  were  paid  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the  provisions  of  said  treaty,  and 
ioft  the  court  has  no  jurisdiction  thereof  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885  (23  Stat. 
L.,  283). 

By  the  Court. 

FOed  October  28, 1907. 

A  tme  copy. 

Test  this  l&th  day  of  November,  1907. 

[aiALj  John  Randolph. 

Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 


*^^^"}  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  {  IXx^J»»t 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  BBIO  EUCHABIS 

Letter  from    the    assistant    clerk    of    the   Court  of   Claims 

TRANSMITTING    A    COPY    OP    THE    CONCLUSION    OF    LAW  IN    THE    FrENCH 
SPOLIATION  CASES  RELATING  TO  THE    VESSEL  BRIG  EuCHARIS,  W.  PbICS, 

MASTER 

December  5,  1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  ClainiB  and  ordered  to  be 

printed 


CouET  OP  Claims^ 
Washington,  D.  C,  December  4,  1907. 
Sib:    Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit 
herewith  the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20, 
1885,  in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  findings 
by  the  court  relating  to  the  vessel  brig  Eucharis,  W.  Price,  master. 
I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolfsl 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  CiavaiM. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

S'peaker  of  the  House  of  RepresentaMves. 


Court  of  Claims.    French  spoliations.    Act  of  January  20,  1885;  23  Stat.  L.,  283.    VoL  1«  Snppkment 

to  R.  S.,  2d  ed.,  471.    Vessel  brig  Eucharis,  W.  Price,  master.] 
No.  of 
case.  Claimants. 

1792.    David  Stewart  and  John  E.  Semmes,  receivers  of  tlie  Baltimore  Insurance  Oom- 

pany,  v.  The  United  States. 
1851.    George  M.  Gill,  administrator  of  Gabriel  Wood,  v.  The  United  States. 

These  cases  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  21st  day  of  October,  1907. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  John  E.  Serames,  and  the  United  States. 
defendants,  by  the  Attorney-General,  through  his  assistant  in  the  Department  ol 
Justice,  John  W.  Trainer,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney-General  J.  A.  Van  OndeL 

.      CONCLUSION  or  LAW. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  considering  the  same,  decide  that  the  claims 
herein  arose  subsequent  to  the  conclusion  of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States 
and  France  on  the  30th  day  of  September,  1800;  that  tney  were  not  included  in  the 
private  claims  relinq^uished  under  the  second  article  of  said  treaty;  and  that  the 
court  has  no  jurisdiction  thereof  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1855  (23  Stat.  L.,  283). 

Bt  thb  Coubt. 

FUed  October  28,  1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  16th  day  of  November,  1907. 

[seal.]  John  Kanoolfb, 

Assistant  Clerk  Court  qf  Claims. 

o 


^^^SSr™}  HOUSE  OF  EEPEESENTATIVE8  |  Document 


FOIBINGS  IN  CASE  OF  BRIG  BETSEY,  HALIBUBTON, 

MASTER 

Letter  trom    the    assistant    clerk   of  the   Court   of   Claims, 
transmitting  a  copy  of  the   conclusion  of  law  in  the  french 

SPOLIATION     CASES     RELATING    TO    THE   VESSEL     BRIO    BeTSEY,   GeORGB 

Haliburton,  master 

December  6,  1907. — Referred    to  the  Committee  on  Claims   and  ordered  to  be 

printed 


Court  of  Claims, 
Wdshington,  D.  C,  December  4,  1907. 
Sib:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit 
herewith  the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20, 
1885.  in  the  French  spoUation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  findings 
by  tne  court  relating  to  the  vessel  brig  Betsey,  George  HaUburton, 
master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


(Ooart  of  CUims.    French  spoliations.    Act  of  January  20.  1885;  23  Stat.  L..  283.    Vol.  1.  Snpplement 
to  R.  S.,  2d  ed.,  471.    Vessel  brig  Betsey,  George  Haliburton,  master.] 
So.  of 

Claimants. 


3454.    CharleB  T.  Lovering,  administrator  of  Joseph  Taylor,  v.  The  United  States. 
4170.     Lucy  8.  Gushing,  administratrix  of  JaOob  Sheaf e,  v.  The  United  States. 

These  cases  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  21st  day  of  October,  1907. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  Curtis  &  Pickett,  and  the  United  States,  defend- 
ants, by  the  Attorney-General,  through  his  assistant  in  the  Department  of  Justice, 
John  W.  Trainer,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney-General  J.  A.  Van  Orsdel. 

CONCLUSION   OF  LAW. 

Tbe  court,  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  considering  the  same,  decide  that  the  claims 
herein  were  not  included  in  the  private  claims  relinquished  under  the  second  article 
ol  the  treaty  concluded  between  the  United  States  and  France  on  the  30th  day  of 
September,  1800;  that  they  were  claims  relinquished  under  the  ninth  article  of  the 
tn*aty  amduded  between  the  United  States  and  Spain  on  the  2d  day  of  February, 
1819,  and  were  paid  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the  pruvisions  of  said  treaty,  and  that 
the  oourthiM  no  jurisdiction  thereof  under  the  actof  January  20, 1885  (23  Stat.  L.,  283). 

By  thb  Court. 

FQed  October  28, 1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  16lh  day  ol  November,  1907. 

f«BAi».]  John  Randolph. 

Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 


^^^N?"^|  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  /  Documbht 


174 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  BKIG  EUCHABIS 

Letter  from    the    assistant    clerk    of    the   Court  of  Claims 

TRANSMITTING    A    COPT    OF    THE    CONCLUSION    OF    LAW   IN    THE    FrBNCH 
6POLLATION  CASES  RELATING  TO  THE    VESSEL  BRIO  EUCHARIS,  W.  PbICB, 

MASTER 

December  5,  1907. — Refcired  to  the  Committee  on  ClainiB  and  ordered  to  be 

printed 


Court  op  Claims, 
WasTiingtorij  D.  C,  December  4,  1907. 
Sib:    Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit 
herewith  the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20, 
1885,  in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  -finHinga 
by  the  court  relating  to  the  vessel  brig  Eucharisj  W.  Price,  master. 
I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolfh, 
AssistaiU  Clerk  Covrt  of  ClaimM. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


Court  of  dainu.    French  spoliations.    Act  of  January  20, 1885;  23  Stat.  L.,  283.    VoL  1, 

to  R.  S.,  2d  ed.,  471.    Vessel  brig  Eucharu,  W.  Price,  master.] 
No.  of 

Claimants. 


1792.    David  Stewart  and  John  E.  SenimeB,  receivers  of  tlie  Baltimore  iDmuanoe  Ooift* 

pany,  v.  The  United  States. 
1851.    George  M.  Gill,  administrator  of  Gabriel  Wood,  v.  The  United  States. 

These  cases  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  2l8t  day  of  October,  1907. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  John  E.  Serames,  and  the  Um'ted  States. 
defendants,  by  the  Attorney-General,  through  his  assistant  in  the  Department  oi 
Justice,  John  W.  Trainer,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney-General  J.  A.  Van  OisdeL 

,      CONCLUSION  or  LAW. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  considering  the  same,  decide  that  the  daims 
herein  arose  subsequent  to  the  conclusion  of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States 
and  France  on  the  30th  day  of  September,  1800;  that  they  were  not  included  in  the 
private  claims  relinq^uished  under  the  second  article  of  said  treaty;  and  that  the 
court  has  no  jurisdiction  thereof  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1855  (23  Stat.  L.,  283). 

Bt  thb  Coubt. 

Filed  October  28,  1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  16th  day  of  November,  1907. 

[sBAL.]  John  Randolph, 

Assistant  Clerk  Coiuri  ^  Gbinu. 

o 


IH^^m^}  HOUSE  OF  EEPEE8ENTATIVE8  {  Doouumt 


YINDISQS  TS  CASE  OF  BBIO  FLORA 

LrrrxR  from    thb    assistant  clbrk    or    the   Court  or  Claims 

transmxttino    a    copt    of    thb     conclusion     of    law    in    thb 

French  spoliation  cases   rblatinq   to   the  vessel   brig   Flora, 

Samuel  Creswbll,  master. 

December  5,  1907.^RefeiTed  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed 


CouET  OF  Claims, 
WdsMngton,  D.  C,  December  4,  1907. 
Sib:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit 
heremth  the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20, 
1885.  in  the  French  spoUation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  findings 
by  tne  court  relating  to  the  vessel  brig  Flora,  Samuel  CresweU, 
master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Cleric  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representaiives, 


(Coaxt  of  CUlxni.    French  spoliatloni.    Act  of  January  20.  1885;  23  Stat.  L.,  28a    Vol.  1,  Supplement 
to  B.  a,  2a  ed.«  47L    Vessel  brig  Flora,  Samuel  CresweU,  master.] 
Nao( 

Claimant. 


295.  A.  LouiB  Eakin,  administrator  of  Chandler  Price,  v.  The  United  States. 

410.  Francis  R.  Pemberton,  administrator  of  John  Clifford,  v.  The  United  States. 

439.  William  Mifflin,  administrator  of  Ebenezer  Large,  v.  The  United  States. 

789.  The  President  and  Directors  of  the  Insurance  Company  of  North  America  v. 

The  United  States. 

1439.  William  A.  M.  Fuller,  administrator,  et  al.,  v.  The  United  States. 

1489.  William  W.  Vasse,  administrator  of  Ambrose  Vaese,  v.  The  United  States. 

2545.  Frederick  W.  Meeker,  administrator  of  Samuel  Meeker,  v.  The  United  States. 

2745.  The  City  of  Philadelphia,  administrator  of  Stephen  Girard,  v.  The  United 

States. 

8129.  Alexander  C.  M.  Pennington,  heir  of  Joseph  Ball,  v.  The  United  States. 

3842.  Robert  Wells,  administrator  of  Gideon  H.  Wells,  v.  The  United  States. 

5047.  O.  L.  Wullweber,  administrator  of  Israel  Brown,  v.  The  United  States. 

These  cases  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  21st  day  of  October,  1907. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  Curtis  &  Pickett,  John  A.  Toomey,  John  H. 
Merrill,  J.  Bayard  Henry,  J.  Hubley  Ash  ton,  and  George  A.  King,  and  the  United 
Sta4«By  defendants,  by  the  Attome^r-General,  through  his  assistant  in  the  Depart- 
ment of  Justice,  John  W.  Trainer,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney-General  J.  A. 
Van  Ondd. 

CONCLUSION   OF  LAW. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence  and  after  considering  the  same,  decide  that  the  claims 
herein  arose  subsequent  to  fhe  conclusion  of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States 
tod  France  on  the  30th  day  of  September,  1800;  that  they  were  not  included  in  the 
private  claims  relinquished  under  the  second  article  of  said  treaty;  and  that  the 
oourt  hm  no  jurisdiction  thereof  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885  (23  Stat.  L.,  283). 

Bt  thb  Coubt. 

FOed  October  28, 1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  16th  day  of  November,  1907. 

[sBAi..]  John  Randolph, 

Asiiiiant  Clerk  Coiurt  of  CUnrra. 

o 


^lll  ^^^^  }  HOUSE  OF  RErHESENTATI VES  {  ^^J^^^™» 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  BRIG  FAVORITE 

Letteb  fbom  the  assistant  clerk   of  the  Coubt  ot  Claims 

tbansmittinq  a  copy  of  the  conclusion  of  law  in  the  french 

fipollation  cass  relating  to  the  vessel  beiq  favorite,  benjamin 

Seaburt,  master 

December  5,  1907. — ^Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed 


Court  op  Claims, 
Washington^  D.  C,  December  J^  1907. 
Sir  :  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit  here- 
with the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885,  in 
the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  findings  by  the 
court  relating  to  the  vessel  brig  Favorite^  Benjamin  Seabury,  master. 
I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Bandolph, 
'Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claima. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Court  of  Claims.  French  ■poUatlons.  Act  of  jRBti&ry  20,  1885;  2S  Stat.  L.,  288. 
Vol.  1,  Supplement  to  B.  8.,  2d  ed.,  471.  Vessel  brig  Favorite,  Benjamin  Seaburyt 
master.] 

No.  of 
case.  Claimant. 

4075.    Ann  C.  Fry  and  ^lary  H.  Fry,  administratrices  of  Benjamin  Fry,  17.  Tbe 
United  States. 

Tills  case  was  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  21st  day  of  October, 
lt;()7. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  Cole  &  Cole  and  the  United  States,  de- 
fendants, by  the  Attorney-General,  through  his  assistant  in  the  Deimrtment  of 
Justice,  John  W.  Trainer,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attomey-Gcmeral  J,  A* 
Van  Orsdel. 

CONCLUSION   OF   LAW. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  considering  the  same,  decide  that  the 
claim  herein  arose  subsequent  to  the  conclusion  of  the  treaty  l[>etween  the  United 
States  and  France  on  the  oOth  day  of  September,  1800;  that  it  was  not  included 
in  the  private  claims  rellnquishtHl  under  tlie  sinond  article  of  said  treaty,  and 
that  the  court  has  no  Jurisdiction  thereof  under  the  act  of  January  20,  ISSft 
(23  Stat.  L.,  283). 

Bt  thk  Oocbt. 

Filed  October  28,  1007. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  16th  day  of  November,  11X)7. 

[SLAL.J  John  Randolph, 

AsM^Xant  Clerk  Court  of  Clain^M. 


•^  ^JJST" }  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  {  Document 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  BRIG  FRIENDSHIP 

Letteb  fbom  the  assistant  clebk  of  the  Ck>UBT  OF  Claims, 

TBANSMITTINO  A  COPY  OF  THE  CONCLUSIONS  OF  LAW  AND  OF  FACT  IN 

THE   French   spoliation    cases   belating   to   the   vessel   bbio 
Friendship,  William  Young,  master 

DiGKMBa  5f  1907.r— Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  of  Claims, 
Washington^  D.  C,  December  4, 1907. 
LIB :  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit  here- 
with the  conclusions  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885, 
in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  findings  by  the 
court  relating  to  the  brig  Friendship,  AVilliam  Young,  master. 
I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  Ho^ise  of  Representatives. 


[Court  of  Claims.    French  BpoliatioiiB.    Act  of  January  20,  1885,  23  Stat.  L.,  283.    VoL  1, 
Supplement  to  R.  8.,  2d  ed.,  471.     Vessel  brig  Friendship,  William  Young,  master.] 

Ra  of 

case.  Claimant. 

2326,     Stephen  F.  Fairfield,  administrator  of  William  Taylor,  t;.  The  United 

States. 
2510.    Peter  Thatcher  et  al,  executors  of  Barrett  Potter,  v.  The  United 
2618.    Herbert   R.   Sargent,   administrator  of   Payne   Elwell,   v.   The    United 

States. 
6567.    John  S.  Webber,  administrator  of  Payne  Elwell,  v.  The  United  States. 

Tbese  cases  were  tried  before  the  Ctourt  of  Claims  on  the  21st  day  of  October, 
1907. 

•me  claimants  were  represented  by  Edwin  B.  Smith,  George  A.  King,  and 
Edward  Lander,  and  the  United  States,  defendants,  by  the  Attorney-General, 
throagb  his  assistant  in  the  Department  of  Justice,  John  W.  Trainer,  with 
whom  was  Assistant  Attorney-General  J.  A.  Van  Orsdel. 

CONCLUSION   OF   LAW. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  considering  the  same,  decide  that  the 
c-lmlms  herein  arose  subsequent  to  the  conclusion  of  the  treaty,  between  the 
United  States  and  France  on  the  30th  day  of  September,  1880 ;  that  they  were 
not  included  In  the  private  claims  relinquished  under  the  second  article  of  said 
trefttj ;  and  that  the  court  has  no  Jurisdiction  thereof  under  the  act  of  January 
20^  1885  (23  Stat  L.,  283). 

By  the  Goubt. 

Filed,  October  28,  1007. 

A  true  copy. 

Ttest  this  16th  day  of  November,  1907. 

[SEAL.]  John    Randolph, 

Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 

o 


^Ut  !s^^r^  }  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  {  ^^^^^^™" 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  BBI6  DAVID  AND  GEORGE 

Letter  fbom   the   assistant  clerk  of  the  Cottbt  of   Claims 

transmitting  a  copy  of  the  conclusion  of  law  and  pact  in 

THE  French  spoliation  cases  relating  to  the  vessel  brig  David 

AND  George,  Everett  Abeel,  master. 

December  6^  1907. — ^Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  of  Claims, 
Washington^  D.  C.  December  J^  1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit  here- 
with the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885, 
in  the  French  spoliation  claim  set  out  in  the  annexed  findmgs  by  the 
court  relating  to  the  vessel  brig  David  and  George^  Everett  Abeel, 
master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randoi^h, 
Assistant  Clerk  of  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Court  of  Claims.  French  spoIiatioiiB.  Act  of  January  20.  1885 ;  23  Stat  L.,  28S.  VoL 
1,  Supplement  to  R.  S.,  ^d  ed.,  471.  Vessel  brig  David  and  George,  Brerett  AbeeU 
master.] 

No.  of 

case.  Claimant. 

8374.  John  N.  A.  Grlswold,  trustee  of  the  CJolumbian  Insurance  Omimny,  v. 
The  United  States. 

This  case  was  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  21st  day  of  October, 
1907. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  Curtis  &  Pickett  and  the  United  States, 
defendants,  by  the  Attnrney-Goneral  through  his  assistant  in  the  Deimrtment  of 
Justice,  John  W,  Trainer,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney-General  J.  A. 
Van  Orsdel. 

CONCLUSION   OF   LAW. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  considering  the  same,  decide  that  the 
claim  herein  arose  subsequent  to  the  conclusion  of  the  treaty  between  the 
United  States  and  France  on  the  30th  day  of  September.  1S00;  that  It  was  not 
included  in  the  private  claims  reliiKpiislu-d  under  the  second  article  of  said 
treaty;  and  that  the  court  has  no  jurisdiction  thereof  under  the  act  of  January 
20,  1885  (23  Stat.  L.,  283). 

By  the  Cousin 

Filed  October  28,  1007. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  18th  day  of  November,  1907. 

[seal.]  John  Randolph, 

Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims 


o 


•^^^^JJ^I  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  /  Document 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  BRIG  JULIA 

Lbttbb  from   thk  assistant  clerk  of  the   Coubt  of   Claims 
tmansmittino  a  copy  of  the  conclusion  of  law  in  the  french 

spoliation    CASES    BELATING    TO    THE    VESSEL    BRIG    JULIA,    SAMUEL 

Holt,  master. 


6^  1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 
printed 


Court  of  Claims, 
Washington^  D.  (7.,  December  4,  1907. 
Sir  :  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit  here- 
with the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885, 
in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  findings  by  the 
court  relating  to  the  vessel  brig  Julia^  Samuel  Holt,  master. 
I  am,  very  respectfully  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Cvort  of  Cliilmt.     French  spoliations.     Act  of  January  20,  1885 ;  23  Stat.  L.,  283.     VoL 
1,  Supplement  to  B.  8.,  2d  ed.,  471.     Vessel  brig  Julia,  Samuel  Holt«  master.] 

Iki  of 

Claimant. 


113.    Francis  R.  Peml)erton,  administrator  of  John  Clifford,  v.  The  United 

States. 
414.    Francis  R.   Pemberton,  administrator  of  John  Clifford,  v.  The  United 

States. 
443.    William  Mifflin,  administrator  of  Ebenezer  Larj;e,  v.  The  United  States. 
fSZ,    Tlie   Insurance  Company  of  the   State  of  Pennsylvania  i;.  The  United 

States. 
S3.    The  President  and  Directors  of  the  Insurance  Company  of  North  America 

V,  The  United  States. 
1442.    Henry  Pettit,  administrator,  et  al.,  v.  The  United  States. 
2107.     Frederick  W.  Meeker,  administrator  of  Samuel  Meeker,  t;.  The  United 

States. 
2709.    George  Meade,  administrator  of  Thomas  Kctland,  v.  The  United  States. 
2147.    The  City  of  Philadelphia,  administrator  of  Stephen  Girard,  r.  The  UnittMj 

States. 
3«n.     Robert  Wells,  administrator  of  Gideon  H.  Wells,  v.  The  United  States. 
6Q6&    O.  L.  WuUweber,  administrator  of  Israel  Brown,  v.  The  United  States. 

These  cases  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  21st  day  of  October, 
1907. 

Tbe  claimants  were  represented  by  John  A.  Toomey,  John  H.  Merrill,  J.  Bay- 
ard Henry,  Curtis  &  Pickett,  J.  Hubley  Ashton,  and  A.  Chester,  and  the  United 
States,  defendi  ta,  by  the  Attorney-General  through  his  assistant  In  the  De- 
partment, of  J  c^e,  John  W.  Trainer,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attoruey- 
Gcoeral  J*  A.  \  au  OradeL 


BBIO   JULIA. 


CONCLUSION  OF  LAW. 


The  court,  upon  the  eTicJence,  and  after  considering  the  same,  decide  that 
the  claims  herein  arose  subsequent  to  the  conclusion  of  the  treaty  between  the 
United  States  and  France  on  the  30th  day  of  September,  1800;  that  they  w«re 
not  included  in  the  private  claims  relinquished  under  the  second  article  of  the 
said  treaty,  and  that  the  court  has  no  Jurisdiction  thereof  under  the  act  of 
January  20,  1885  (23  Stat  L^  283). 

Bt  ths  COUBf. 

Filed  October  28,  1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  18th  day  of  November,  1907. 

[SEAL.]  John  Randolph, 

Assistant  Clerk  Court  o/  ClaimM. 


**«!to»^"}  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  { ^"^i^"*" 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  BRIG  RISING  SUN 

Lettkb  from  the  assistant  clerk  of  the  Court  of  Claims 
transmittino  a  copy  of  the  conclusion  of  law  in  the  french 
8p0uati0n  case  relating  to  the  vessel  brig  rising  sun,  john 

WHIDBEE,    MASTER 

Dkcbmbxb  5.  1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed 


Court  of  Claims, 
Washington^  D,  (7.,  December  4^1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit  here- 
with the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885, 
in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  findmgs  by  the 
court  relating  to  the  vessel  brig  Rising  Sun^  John  Whidbee,  master. 
I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk   Court  of  Claims. 
Hon  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


__     spoil __    _-, ,    __    _., 

Vol.    1,   Supplement  to  B.    S.,   2d   ed.,   471.     Vessel    brig  Rising  Sun,   John   Wbldbee, 
master.] 
No.  of 
cmse.  Claimant. 

40K1.    J.  L.  Hubard,  administrator  of  William  Peunock,  v.  The  United  States. 

Tbl8  case  was  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  21st  day  of  October^ 
1907. 

The  claimant  was  represented  by  Simon  Lyon,  and  the  United  States,  de- 
fendants, by  the  Attoniey-General,  through  his  assistant  in  the  Department  of 
Justice,  John  W.  Trainer,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney  General  J.  A, 
Tan  Orsdel. 

CONCLUSION  OF   LAW. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence  and  after  considering  the  same,  decide  that  the 
claim  herein  was  not  included  in  the  private  claims  relinquished  imder  the 
second  article  of  the  treaty  concluded  between  the  United  States  and  France  on 
the  30th  day  of  September,  1800;  that  it  was  a  claim  relinquished  under  the 
9th  article  of  the  treaty  concluded  between  the  United  States  and  Spain  on  the 
22d  day  of  February,  1819,  and  was  paid  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the  pro- 
TislOQS  of  said  treaty;  and  that  the  court  has  no  Jurisdiction  thereof  under  the 
act  of  January  20, 1885  (23  Stat.  L.,  283). 

By  THE  COUBT. 

filed  October  28,  1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  18th  day  of  November,  1907. 

[Sbai.]  John  Randolph, 

Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 


L.._ 
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^Ut  ^«Sr^ }  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  { 1><X^«" 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  SHIP  TWO  SISTERS 

LSTTGR  FROM  THE  ASSISTAZTT  CXEBK  OF  THE  COUBT  OF  CLAIMS 
TaANSMlTTlNG  A  COPY  OF  THE  CONCLUSIONS  OF  LAW  AND  OF  FACT  IW 
Tll«   l^'^NCH    SFOLIATION   CASES   RFXATING   TO  THE  TESSEL   SHIP  TWQ 

SiSTEBS,  David  Follensbee,  master 

DccEMBBi  &»  11K)7.— Ueferr^  to  tlie  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed 


Court  of  Claims, 
Waskinr/ton.  D.  C,  December  4^  1907. 
Siw :  Vursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit  here- 
with  tho  i\>uohision  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885, 
in  tho  Kivnch  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  findings  by  the 
court  nJatin*;:  to  the  vessel  ship  Tico  Sisfe?*s.  David  Follensbee, 
umhter. 

1  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Afish'tant  Clerk  Court  of  Claima^ 
Ilon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


(Court  of  Claims.  French  spoUations.  Act  of  January  20,  1885;  28  Stat.  L.,  28t. 
Vul.  1.  supplement  to  U.  8..  2d  ed.,  471.  Vessel  ship  Tiro  8ister$,  DaTld  FoUensbaiw 
master.] 

No.  of 
euHO.  Claimant. 

JUHil.     Charles  T.  Levering,   administrator  of  Joseph  Taylor,  v.   The  United 

Statos. 
4104.     Charles  F.  Hunt,  administrator  of  Joseph  Russell,  r.  The  United  States. 

Those  cases  were  tried  hefore  the  (^ourt  of  Claims  on  the  22d  day  of  April, 
11H>7. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  rurtis  &  IMckett,  and  the  United  Stately 
defendants,  hy  the  Attnrney-(J<Mu»ral,  tlir<Mmh  his  assistant  in  the  Department 
of  Justii-e.  Jolni  W.  Trainer,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney-General  Josiah 
A.  Van  Orsdel. 

C0.\(  LUSION    OF    LAW. 

The  court,  upon  the  evider.rM'.  and  after  considering  the  same,  decide  that  the 
claims  heroin  w«Te  not  inclndi^i  in  the  private  claims  relinquished  under  ^h% 
second  article  of  the  treaty  bctwoon  the  Tnited  Stat(»s  and  France  on  the  30th 
day  of  September.  1s<m>:  ijiat  they  were  <Maims  relinipii^hed  under  the  ninth 
article  of  the  treaty  <*on«lnde(l  betw«iMi  the  I'nited  States  and  Spain  on  the 
22d  day  of  February,  ^^V.K  and  were  paid  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the  pro- 
visions of  said  treaty;  and  that  the  ennrt  has  no  jurisdiction  thereof  under 
the  act  of  January  LMj.  iss.i.     (i»;j  stat.  L.,  2S3.) 

Bt  tss  Couix. 

Filed  April  in>,  11)07. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  4th  day  of  June,  1907. 

Im]  John  Randolph, 

Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 

U 


*^&^^}  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  {  Documbnt 


FINDINGS  IN  THE  CASE  OF  SHIP  WOODRUP  SIMS 

Letteb  fbom   the  assistant  clebk  of  the   Ck)UBT  OF   Claims 

TBANSMITTINO  A  COPT  OF  THE  CONCLUSIONS  OF  LAW  AND  OF  FACT  IN 
THE  FBENCH  SPOLIATION  CASES  BELATING  TO  THE  VESSEL  SHIP  WOOD- 

BUP  Sims,  John  B.  Hodgson,  master 

DynfWM  6^  1907.— Referred  to  the  Ck>miDittee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed 


Court  op  Claims, 
Washington^  D.  C.^  December  4^  1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Clauns,  I  transmit  here- 
irith  the  conclusions  of  fact  and  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January 
20, 1885,  in  the  French  spoilation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  find- 
ings by  the  court  relating  to  the  vessel  ship  Woodrup  Sims^  John  B, 
Hodgson,  master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  Hovse  of  Representatives. 


ICMirt  of  Claims.  French  spoliations.  Act  of  January  20,  1885;  23  Stat.  L.,  288. 
▼oL  1,  Supplement  to  R.  8.,  2d  ed.,  471.  Vessel  ship  Woodrup  Bims,  John  B.  HodgBon, 
master,     ^ond  capture.] 

So.  of 
esse.  Claimant. 

025.    Joseph  Sims,  administrator  of  Joseph  Sims,  v.  The  United  States. 
1336w    The   President   and    Directors   of   the    Insurance    Company    of   North 

America  v.  The  United  States. 
1428.    The  Insurance  Company  of  the  State  of  Pennsylvania  v.  The  United 

States. 

PBELIMINABT  STATEMENT. 

These  cases  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  19th  day  of  March, 
1907. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  J.  Bayard  Henry  and  Thomas  Stokes, 
esqs.,  and  the  United  States,  defendants,  by  the  Attorney-General,  through  Ills 
•asistsnt  in  the  Deimrtment  of  Justice.  John  W.  Trainer,  esq.,  with  whom  was 
Awlittsnt  Attorney-General  J.  A.  Van  Orsdel. 

CONCLUSIONS  OF  FACT. 

Tlie  court,  upon  the  evidence  and  after  hearing  the  arguments  and  consider- 
loi^  the  same  with  the  briefs  of  counsel  on  each  side,  determined  the  facts  to 
be  as  follows: 

I. 

The  ship  Woodrup  Sims  sailed  on  a  commercial  voyage  September  14.  1799, 
from  London  bound  to  Philadelphia.  While  peacefully  pursuing  said  voyage 
wbe  was  met  on  the  high  seas  by  the  French  privateer  Le  Heureux,  who  at- 
tempted to  seise  said  vessel.  Thereupon  there  ensued  a  combat  between  said 
prhrateer  and  the  Woodrup  Sims,  and  the  last-named  vessel  having  lost  two 
warn  Ulled  and  two  wounded,  and  the  vessel  being  much  damaged,  she  was 


2  SHIP   WOODRUP   SIMS. 

obliged  to  strike  to  said  privateer  after  more  than  four  hours  of  resistance.  The 
French  privateer  then  proceeded  with  said  vessel  and  arrived  in  the  harbor  of 
La  Rochelle,  where  the  Woodrup  Sims  was  condemned  by  the  tribunal  of  com- 
merce sitting  at  that  place  on  December  7,  1799  (17  Frimaire,  year  8)  on  the 
following  grounds: 

"That  the  vessel  did  not  lie  to  and  submit  to  visitation,  but  Instead  fought 
said  privateer  and  only  surrendered  when  disabled  and  put  hors  de  combat. 
**That  there  was  no  rOle  d'oquipage  carried  by  the  captain  of  said  vc 
•♦That  the  cargo  of  said  vessel  was  the  product  of  England." 

II. 

The  Woodrup  Sims  was  a  duly  registered  vessel  of  the  United  States  of 
305i|  tons  burthen;  built  at  Philadelphia  in  the  year  1704«  and  was  owned 
solely  by  Joseph  Sims,  a  citizen  of  the  United  States,  residing  in  Philadelptiia. 

III. 

The  cargo  of  the  Woodrup  Sims  at  the  time  of  capture  consisted  of  dry  goods, 
guns,  and  muskets,  but  the  ownership  or  value  of  the  same  does  not  appear. 

Said  claims  were  not  embraced  in  the  convention  between  the  United  States 
and  the  Republic  of  France  concluded  on  the  30th  day  of  April,  18G3.  TImj 
were  not  claims  growing  out  of  the  acts  of  France  allowed  and  paid  in  whole  or 
in  part  under  the  provisions  of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States  and  Spain 
concluded  on  the  22d  of  February,  1819,  and  were  not  allowed  in  whole  or  in 
part  under  the  provisions  of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States  and  France 
of  the  4th  of  July,  1S31. 

The  claimants,  in  their  representative  capacity,  are  the  owners  of  said  claims, 
which  have  never  been  assigned. 

CONCLUSIONS   OF   LAW, 

The  court  decides,  as  a  conclusion  of  law,  that  the  said  seizure  and  condemna- 
tion by  the  French  was  legal  and  that  the  claimants  had  no  valid  claims  against 
France  prior  to  the  ratification  of  the  convention  between  the  United  States 
and  the  French  Republic  concluded  on  the  30th  day  of  September,  1800,  and 
therefore  are  not  entitled  to  indemnity  from  the  United  States. 

Bt  the  Cousk. 

Filed  April  1,  1007. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  15th  day  of  June,  1907. 

LsEAL.]  John  Randolph, 

Assistant  Clerk  Cour^  of  Claimu. 

o 


*^!^^^}  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  {  I>ocu^ent 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  SHIP  FAIR  AMERICAN 

Leitcb  fbom   the   assistant  clerk   of   the  Ck)URT  OF   Claims 

TmANSMITTING   A  COPY  OF  THE  CONCLUSION*  OF  LAW   IN  THE   FRENCH 
■FOLIATION    CASS    RELATING    TO    THE    VESSEL    SHIP    FAIR    AMERICAN, 

John  C.  Brevoor,  master 

Dbcbmbeb  5,  1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed 


Court  of  Claims, 
Washington^  D,  C,  December  4, 1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit  here- 
with the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885,  in 
the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  findings  by  the 
court  relating  to  the  .vessel  ship  Fair  American^  John  C.  Brevoor, 
master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[C^rt  of  Claims.  French  ■pollatlons.  Act  of  January  20,  1885,  23  Stat.  L.,  283.  Vol. 
1,  supplement  to  R.  S.,  2d.,  471.  Vessel  ship  Fair  American,  John  C.  Brevoor. 
Blaster.     Second  voyage.] 

Noiof 

case.  Claimant. 

2449.     Samuel  Bell,  administrator  of  Stephen  Dutilh,  v.  The  United  States. 

This  case  was  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  21st  day  of  October, 
1907. 

The  claimant  was  represented  by  J.  Bayard  Henry,  and  the  United  States, 
defendants  by  the  Attorney-General,  through  his  assistant  in  the  Department  of 
Justice,  John  W.  Trainer,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney-General  J.  A. 
Van  OrsdeL 

CONCLUSION  OF  LAW. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  considering  the  same,  decide  that  the 
daim  therein  arose  subsequent  to  the  conclusion  of  the  treaty  between  the 
United  States  and  France  on  the  30th  day  of  September,  1800 ;  that  it  was  not 
included  in  the  private  claims  relinquished  under  the  second  article  of  said 
treaty :  and  that  the  court  has  no  Jurisdiction  thereof  under  the  act  of  January 
aOt  1886  (23  Stat  L.,  283). 

By  tue  Court. 

Filed  October  28, 1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  16tli  day  of  November,  1907. 

ImsjOml  John  Randolph, 

Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 


^irf  !^fe^  }  HOUSE  OF  REPHESENtATI VE8  {  Doci^eht 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  SHIP  GEORGE 

Letter  from   the   assistant  clerk   of   the  Court  of   Claims 
transmittino  a  copy  of  the  conclusion  of  law  in  the  french 

SPOLIATION    CASE    RELATING    TO    THE    VESSEL    SHIP    GeORGE,    I^ANCIS 

Waits,  master 

December  5,  1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed 


Court  of  Claims, 
Washington^  D.  C,  December  4?  1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit 
herewith  the  conchision  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20, 1885, 
in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  findings  by 
the  court  relating  to  the  vessel  ship  George^  Francis  Waite,  master. 
I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Eakdolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Court  of  Claims.     French  ■pollatlons.     Act  of  January  20,  1885 ;  23  Stat  L.,  28S.     VoL 
[1,  Supplement  to  R.  8.,  2d  ed.,  471.    Vessel  ship  George,  Francis  Walte,  master.] 

No.  of 
case.  Claimant. 

745.  The  President  and  Directors  of  the  Insurance  Company  of  North  America 
V.  The  United  States. 

This  case  was  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  21st  day  of  October, 
1907. 

The  claimant  was  represented  by  J.  Bayard  Henry,  and  the  United  States  de- 
fendant by  the  Attorney-General,  through  his  assistant  In  the  Department  of 
Justice,  John  W.  Trainer,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney-General  J.  A. 
Van  Orsdel. 

CONCLUSION    OF    LAW. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  considering  the  same,  decide  that  the 
claim  herein  was  not  Included  in  the  private  claims  relinquished  under  the 
second  article  of  the  treaty  conchido<l  between  the  United  States  and  France  on 
the  30th  day  of  September,  1800;  that  it  was  a  claim  relinquished  under  the 
ninth  article  of  the  treaty  concluded  between  the  United  States  and  Spain 
on  the  22d  day  of  February,  1810,  and  was  paid  in  whole  or  In  part  under  the 
provisions  of  said  treaty;  and  that  the  court  has  no  Jurisdiction  thereof  ander 
the  act  of  January  20,  1885  (23  Stat.  L.,  283). 

Bt  ths  Coubt. 

Filed  October  28,  1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  16th  day  of  November,  1007. 

[SEAL.]  John  RAinwLPH. 

Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Clalint. 


**M fiwSJf" }  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  {  Document 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  SHIP  ELLICE 


LRTEB  ntOM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLERK  OF  THE  Ck>URT  OF  CLAIMS  TRANS- 
MITTING    A    COPY     OF    THE     CONCLUSION     OF    LAW     IN     THE     FRENCH 
SPOLIATION    CASES    RELATING    TO   THE   VESSEL    SHIP    EIlLICE,    WILLIAM 
HeRVEY,  MASTER 

I>BOEMBEB  5,  1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed 


CouKT  OF  Claims, 
Washington^  D,  C,^  December  4, 1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit  here- 
with the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885, 
in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  6ndings  by 
the  court  relating  to  the  vessel  ship  Ellice^  AVilliam  Hervey,  master. 
I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


tOonrt  of  Claims.     French  snollatlonR.     Act  of  January  20,  1RS5,  23  Stat.  L.,  283.     VoL 
1,  Supplement  to  R.  8.,  2d  ed.,  471.     Vessel  ship  tHUcc,  William  Uervey,  mastcr.J 

Roi  of 
CAM.  Claimant. 

8724.    WUllam  J.  Kingsland,  and  Truman  Wetnl,  administrators  of  William 

Hen-ey,  Jr.,  and  John  Hervey,  t*.  The  United  States. 
tf87.    Benjamin  M.  Hortshorne  and  Charles  N.  Blacli,  exrs.  of  Richard  Harts- 
home,  V,  The  United  States. 

These  cases  were  tried  before  the  Conrt  of  Claims  on  the  21stday  of  October, 
1907. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  Curtis  rnd  IM  kott,  and  the  United  States, 
defendants,  by  the  Attomey-Cienoral,  throuirh  his  nssistant  in  the  Department 
of  Jnstice,  John  VV.  Trainer,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney-General  J.  A. 
Van  OrsdeL 

CONCLUSION  OF  LAW. 

The  conrt,  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  considering:  the  same,  decide  that  the 
ffftltna  herein  were  not  included  in  the  private  clahns  relimiuished  under  the 
•Bcond  article  of  the  treaty  conclndetl  between  the  United  Suites  and  France 
en  tbe  30tb  day  of  September,  1S(m>:  that  they  were  claims  relinquishiHi  under 
die  ninth  article  of  the  treaty  concludtNl  l>etween  tlu*  United  States  and  Spain 
eo  the  23d  day  of  Felnuary,  isil).  and  were  [taid  in  whole  or  In  part  under 
the  provisions  of  said  treaty:  and  that  the  court  has  no  Jurisdiction  thereof 
under  the  act  of  January  20, 1885  (23  Stat.  L.,  283). 

By  the  Court. 

Filed,  October  28, 1907. 

A  troe  copy. 

T^!8t  this  16th  day  of  November,  1007. 

[SEAL.]  John  Randolph. 

AssiBtant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 

o 


^8t  l^SSJT" }  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  /  ^^^^^S?" 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF   SHIP  OLIVE  BRANCH. 

Letter  from   the   assistant  clerk   of  the  Ck)URT  of   Claims 

TRANSMITTING  A  COPT  OF  THE  CONCLUSIONS  OF  LAW  AND  OF  FACT  IN 

T^   French    spoliation    cases    relating   to   the   vessel   ship 
Olive  Branch,  McConnell,  master. 

December  5,  1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed 


Court  of  Claims, 
Washington^  D.  (7.,  December  i,  1907. 
Sir  :  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit  here- 
with the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885,  in 
the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  findings  by  the 

court  relating  to  the  vessel  ship  Olive  Branchy  McConnell, 

master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Court  of  Claims.     French  spoliations.     Act  of  January  20.  1885,  23  Stat.  L.,  288.     ToL 
1,  Supplement  to  R.  S.,  2d  ed.,  471.     Vessel  ship  Olive  Branch,  McConneU,  master.] 

No.  of 
case  Claimant 

3782.    John   Pentland   Brown,    receiver   of   the   Marine   Insurance   Oompany, 

The  United  States. 
5437.    Ferdinand  C.  T^atrobe,  receiver  of  the  Marine  Insurance  Company,  v. 

The  United  States. 
5440.     Ford  inn nd  C.  Latrobo,  receiver  of  tlie  Marine  Insurance  Ck)inpany  v. 
The  T'nited  States. 

These  cnsos  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  21st  day  of  October, 
1007. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  Allan  Rutlierford  and  Frank  P.  Clark* 
and  the  United  States,  defendants,  by  the  Attorney-CJeneral  through  his  assist- 
ant in  tlie  Department  of  Justice,  John  W.  Trainer,  with  whom  was  Assistant 
Attorney-Cieneral  J.  A.  Van   Orsdel. 

CONCLUSION   OF  LAW. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  considering  the  same,  decide  that 
the  claims  herein  were  not  included  in  the  private  claims  relinquished  under 
the  second  article  of  the  treaty  concluded  betwe<»n  the  United  States  and  France 
on  the  :U)th  day  of  Septeml)er,  ISOO:  that  they  were  claims  relinquished  under 
the  ninth  article  of  the  treaty  concluded  betw(H*n  the  I'nited  States  and  Spain 
on  the  22d  day  of  February,  1819,  and  were  paid  in  whole  or  In  part  under 
the  provisions  of  said  treatv.  and  that  the  court  has  no  Jurisdiction  thereof. 
under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885.     (23  Stat.  L.,  283.) 

By  thb  Couax. 

Filed  October  28,  1907. 

A  true  copy : 

Test  this  IGth  day  of  November,  A.  D.,  1907. 

[tiKAL.]  JOHIf    RaKDOLPH, 

Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Clakfi9, 


^^totSIT'}  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  |  Documewt 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  SHIP  RUFUS. 

LCTTEB  ntOM  THB  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THB  Ck)URT  OF  CLAIMS 
TRANSMITTING  A  COPY  OF  THE  CONCLUSION  OF  LAW  IN  THE  FRENCH 
SPOLIATION    CASE    RELATING    TO    THE    VESSEL    SHIP    RUFUS,    HOLLAND, 

MASTER. 

Dbckmbbb  S,  1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed 


Court  of  Claims, 
Washington^  D.  C,^  December  J^^  1907. 
Sir  :  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit  here- 
with the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885, 
in  the  French  spoliation  claim  set  out  in  the  annexed  findings  by  the 
'court  relating  to  the  vessel  ship  Rufus^  Holland,  master. 
I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives, 


[COort  of  Claims.     French   spoliations.     Act  of  Jnnuarv  20,   1885;   23,   Stat.   L..  283. 
VoL  1.  Supplement  to  R.  S.,  2d  ed.,  471.     Vessel  ship  Rufus,  Holland,  master.] 

Na  of 


Claimant. 
4584.    WiUiam  H.  S.  Elting,  administrator  of  Peter  Elting,  v.  The  United  States. 

This  case  was  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  21st  day  of  October, 
1907. 

The  Claimant  was  represented  by  John  C.  Clark,  and  the  United  States, 
defendants,  by  the  Attomey-Genernl.  thronirh  his  assistant  in  the  Department 
of  Justice,  John  W.  Trainer,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney-General  J.  A, 
Vtn  Orsdel. 

CONCLUSION    OF    LAW. 

The  conrt,  upon  the  evidence  and  after  considerlnc:  the  same,  decide  that  the 
daim  herein  was  not  included  in  tlie  private  claims  relinquished  under  the 
second  .article  of  the  treaty  concluded  between  the  United  States  and  France  on 
the  30th  day  of  September,  1800:  that  it  was  a  claim  reliminished  under  the 
ninth  article  of  the  treaty  concluded  between  the  United  States  and  Spain  on 
the  22d  day  of  February,  1819.  and  was  paid  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the 
pffOTisiufis  of  said  treaty;  and  that  the  court  has  no  jurisdiction  thereof  under 
tbt  act  of  January  20.  1885  (23  Stat.  L.,  283). 

By  the  Court. 

Piled  C^ctober  28. 1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  16th  day  of  November  A.  D.  1907. 

[OBAL.]  John  Randolph, 

Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims, 

o 


^ut  S^ }         HOUSE  6f  representatives  { ^^^^"* 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  SHIP  CHATHAM 

liBTTEB    FROM    THE    ASSISTANT    CLERK    OF    THE    COURT    OF    CLAIMS 
TRANSMITTING  A  COPY  OF  THE  CONCLUSIONS  OF  LAW  AND  OF  FACT  IN 

THE   French   spoliation    cases   relating  to   the   vessel   ship 
Chatham,  James  Peters,  master 

December  6^  1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed 


Court  op  Claims, 
Washington^  D.  (7.,  December  J^  1907. 
Sir  :  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit  here- 
with the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20, 1885,  in 
the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  findings  by  the 
court  relating  to  the  vessel  ship  Chatham^  James  Peters,  master.        » 
I  am,  very  respectfully  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claim$ 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Court  of  Claims.    French  spoliations.     Act  of  January  20,  1885 ;  28  Stat.  L.,  288.    Vot 
1>  Supplement  to  B.  8.,  2d  ed.,  471.    Vessel  ship  Chatham,  James  Peteri,  master.] 

No.  of 
case.  Claimant. 

4096.    William  Seton,  administrator  William  Seton,  v.  The  United  States. 

This  case  was  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  21st  day  of  October, 
1907. 

The  claimants  wore  reprosonted  l).v  J.  Bayard  Henry,  and  the  United  States, 
defendants,  l)y  the  Attorney-General  tlirouErh  his  assistant  in  the  Department  of 
Justice,  John  W.  Trainer,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney-General  J.  A. 
Van  Orsdel. 

CONCLUSION   OF   LAW.' 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  considering  the  same,  decide  that 
the  claim  herein  was  not  included  in  the  private  claims  relinquished  under  the 
second  article  of  the  treaty  conclude<l  between  the  United  States  and  France 
on  the  30th  day  of  Sei)teniber,  ISiX):  that  It  was  a  claim  relinquished  under  the 
ninth  article  of  the  treaty  conclnd(Hl  between  the  United  States  and  S|iaiD  oo 
the  22d  day  of  February,  1811),  and  was  paid  in  whole  or  in  imrt  under  the  pro- 
visions of  said  treaty,  and  that  the  court  has  no  Jurisdiction  thereof  under  the 
act  of  January  20,  18S5  (23  Stat.  L.,  283). 

Bt  thx  Coubt. 

Filed  October  28,  1907. 

A  true  cofjy. 

Test  this  IGth  day  of  November,  A.  D.  1907. 

Ibilal.]  John  Ranoolfh, 

Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 

o 


•^  ShSIi" }  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  { I>ocuMEBnP 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  SHIP  JANE,  GARDNER, 

MASTER 

Letteb  fbom   the   assistant  clerk   of   the  Coubt  of  Claims 
tbansmittino  a  copy  of  the  conclusion  of  law  in  the  french 

BPOUATION  CASES  RELATING  TO  THE  VESSEL  SHIP  JaNB,  JoHN  GARD- 
NER,   MASTER 

December  5,  1907. — ^Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed 


Court  op  Claims, 
Washington^  D.  C,  Decemher  -4, 1907. 
Sir  :  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit  here- 
with the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885,  in 
the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  findings  by  the 
court  relating  to  the  vessel  ship  Jane^  John  Gardner,  master. 
I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Court  of  Claims.     French  spoliations.     Act  of  January  20,  1885  ;  23  Stat.  L.,  283.     Vol. 
1,  Supplement  to  R.  S.,  2d  ed.,  471.     Vessel  ship  Jane,  John  Gardner,  master.] 

Ko  of 

Claimant. 


54.    WiUiam  Gray,  administrator,  etc.,  v.  The  United  States. 
2ld3.    Charles  F.  Adams,  administrator  of  Peter  C.  Brooks,  v.  The  United 
States. 

These  cases  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  21st  day  of  October, 
1907. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  Edward  Lander  and  Curtis  &  Pickett, 
and  the  United  States,  defendants,  by  the  Attorney-General  through  his  assist- 
ant In  the  Department  of  Justice.  John  W.  Trainer,  with  whom  was  Assistant 
Attorney-General  J.  A.  Van  Orsdel. 

CONCLUSION  OF  LAW. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  considering  the  same,  decides  that 
tiie  claims  herein  were  not  Included  in  the  private  claims  relinquished  under 
tlie  Second  article  of  the  treaty  concluded  between  the  United  States  and  France 
on  the  30th  day  of  September,  1800;  that  they  wore  claims  relinquished  under 
the  ninth  article  of  the  treaty  concluded  between  the  United  States  and  Spain 
on  the  22d  day  of  February,  1819,  and  were  paid  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the 
provisions  of  said  treaty,  and  that  the  court  has  no  jurisdiction  thereof  under 
the  act  of  January  20,  1885  (23  Stat.  L.,  283). 

By  the  Court. 

Filed  October  28,  1907. 

A  tme  copy. 

Test  this  15th  day  of  November,  1907. 

[njl»]  John  Randolph, 

ABSistant  Clerk  Court  of  Ciaim§, 

0 
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FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  SHIP  THREE  BROTHERS 

Letter  from   the  assistant   cxebk  of  the  Ck)UBT  of  Glaims 

TBANSMITTING  A  COPT  OF  THE  CONCLUSIONS  OF  LAW  AND  OF  FACT  IN 

THE  French  spoliation  gases  relating  to  the  vessel  ship  Three 
Brothers,  Lendal  Smith,  master 

December  5,  1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Glaims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed 


Court  op  Claims, 
Washington^  D.  C,  December  4, 1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit  here- 
with the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20.  1885, 
in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  finding  oy  the 
Court  relating  to  the  vessel  ship  Three  Brothers^  Lendal  Smith, 
master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Clainu. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Court  of  Claims.  French  spoliations.  Act  of  January  20,  1885,  28  Stat.  L.,  28S. 
Vol.  1.  Supplement  to  R.  S.,  2d  ed.,  471.  Vessel  ship  Three  Brother;  Lendal  Sinitb« 
master.] 

No.  of 

case.  Claimant. 

3701.    Joseph  S.  Webster,  administrator  of  Thomas  Webster,  v.  The  United 

States. 

This  case  was  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  21st  day  of  October, 
1907. 

The  claimant  was  represented  by  Geo.  A.  and  Wm.  B.  King,  and  the  United 
States,  defendants,  by  the  Attornoy-General,  through  his  assistant  In  the  Ete- 
partment  of  Justice,  John  W.  Trainer,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attom^- 
General  J.  A.  Van  Orsdel. 

CONCLUSION  OF  LAW. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  considering  the  same,  decides  tlmt  the 
claim  herein  was  not  Included  in  the  i»rivate  claims  relinquished  under  the  sec- 
ond article  of  the  treaty  concIndo<l  hot  ween  the  United  States  and  France  on  the 
3()th  day  of  September,  ISOO;  that  it  was  a  claim  relinquished  under  the  ninth 
article  of  the  tn»aty  concluded  between  the  United  States  and  Spain  on  the  22d 
day  of  February,  1810,  and  w^as  paid  In  whole  or  in  part  under  the  provislona 
of  said  treaty,  and  that  the  court  has  no  jurisdiction  thereof  under  the  act  of 
January  20,  1885  (23  Stat  L.,  283). 

Bt  the  Coubt. 

Filed  October  28,  1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  15th  day  of  November,  1907. 

[SEAL.]  John  Randolph, 

Assistant  Clerk  Court  oj  ClaiM9» 


^^  sSS^  }  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  |  ^^^^^^\^ ^^'^ 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  SHIP  INDUSTRY 


libttkb  fbom  the  assistant  clerk   of  the   ck)ubt  of   claims 

trakslilttinq  a  copy  of  the  conclusion  of  law  in  the  french 

afouation  cases  relating  to  the  vessel  ship  industry,  robert 

Oram,  master 

December  5,  1907.— Referred  to  the  Coniniittee  oii  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed 


Court  or  Claims, 
Washington,  D.  C,  December  4, 1907. 
Sib:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit  here- 
with the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  Jnnuarv  20,  1885, 
in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  findings  by  the 
court  relating  to  the  vessel  ship  Industry,  liobert  Oram,  master. 
I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims* 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatioes. 


(Coort  of  Clatmg.    Prench  spoliations.    Act  of  January  20.  1885  ;  23  Stat.  L.,  283.    Vol.  1, 
Sapplement  to  R.  8.,  2d  ed.,  471.     Vessel  ship  Industry,  Robert  Oram,  master.] 

Saof 
CMS.  Claimant. 

6852.    Charles  T.  Lovering,  administrator  of  Joseph  Taylor,  v.  The  United 

States. 
8798.    H^ry  B.  Cabot,  administrator  of  Daniel  D.  Rogers,  v.  The  United  States. 
4196.    W.  I.  Monroe,  administrator  of  John  Brazer,  v.  The  United  States. 

These  cases  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  21st  day  of  October, 
1907. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  Curtis  &  Pickett  and  Edward  Lander,  and 
the  United  State,  defendants,  by  the  Attorney-General  through  his  assistant 
in  the  Department  of  Justice,  John  W.  Trainer,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attor- 
o^-General  J.  A«  Van  Orsdel. 

CONCLUSION  OF  LAW. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  considering  the  same,  decide  that  the 
daims  herein  were  not  included  in  the  private  claims  relinquished  under  the 
•eoood  article  of  the  treaty  concluded  between  the  United  States  and  France 
OQ  tbe  10th  day  of  September,  1800;  that  they  were  claims  relinquished  under 
the  ninth  article  of  the  treaty  concluded  between  the  United  States  and  Spain 
on  the  22d  day  of  February,  1819,  and  were  paid  in  whole  or  in  part  under 
the  proTisions  of  said  treaty,  and  that  the  court  has  no  jurisdiction  thereof 
under  tbe  act  of  January  20,  1885  (23  Stat  L.,  283). 

By  tub  Coubt. 

FUed  October  28,  1907. 

A  true  copy. 

TetX  this  16th  day  of  November,  1007. 

[8EAI»]  John    HANnoLPn, 

Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 


2  SLOOP   SWALLOW. 

While  peacefully  pursuing  said  voyage  she  was  seized  on  the  high  seas,  on 
the  151h  day  of  February  following,  by  the  French  privateer  Courageuse, 
Capt  Victor  Boisson,  and  Reunion,  Captain  Hubert,  and  carried  to  Basseterre, 
Guadaloupe,  where  both  vessel  and  cargo  were  condemned  as  good  prize  by 
the  tribunal  of  commerce  and  prizes  there  sitting  on  the  20th  day  of  February, 
1800,  whereby  the  same  became  a  total  loss  to  the  o\^'ner8  thereof. 

The  grounds  of  condemnation  as  set  forth  In  the  decree  were  as  follows,  vis: 

"  That  the  sea  letter  carried  by  the  master  of  the  Swallow  was  not  in  good 
form. 

"  That  the  vessel  carried  no  r61c  d'cquipage. 

"That  the  captain  admitted  that  ho  had  thrown  In  the  sea  letters  that  had 
been  given  him  by  a  Frenchman  with  instructions  to  throw  them  overboard  In 
case  of  a  meeting." 

In  his  examination  In  preparatorio,  the  master  testified  that  he  had  thrown 
In  the  sea  letters  which  had  been  given  to  him  by  a  Frenchman  with  directions  to 
throw  them  over  in  case  of  rencontre.  He  was  not  examined  as  to  the  contents 
or  character  of  said  letters,  or  to  whom  they  were  addressed,  or  to  whom  they 
were  to  be  delivered.  But  in  said  examination  an  opportunity  was  aflTorded  to 
the  master  to  explain  such  jettison  of  said  pai>ers  and  he  failed  to  make  any 
explanation  thereof. 

IL 

The  Swallow  was  a  duly  registered  vessel  of  the  United  States  of  40 H 
tons  burthen ;  built  in  the  State  of  Connecticut  in  the  year  171)6,  and  was  owned 
solely  by  Abraham  Touro,  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  residing  In  Boston. 

IIL 

The  cargo  of  the  Swallow  at  the  tin)e  of  seizure  consisted  of  rice,  beef,  pork, 
flour,  fish,  choose,  bacon,  shoos,  tongues,  and  sounds,  crackers,  apples,  beans, 
corn,  and  shingles,  and  was  owned  by  siiid  Abraham  Touro  and  Judah  Touro, 
the  last  named  being  also  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  residing  in  Boston, 
in  equal  proportions. 

Said  claims  wore  not  embraced  in  the  convention  between  the  United  States 
and  the  Itepublic  of  L'rance  concluded  on  the  30th  of  April,  1803.  They  were 
not  claims  growing  out  of  tho  acts  of  France  allowed  in  whole  or  In  part  under 
the  provisions  of  tlio  treaty  between  the  United  States  and  Spain  concluded  on 
the  22d  of  February,  ISIO,  and  wore  not  allowf^l  in  whole  or  In  part  under  the 
provisions  of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States  and  France  of  the  4th  of 
July,  1831. 

CONCLUSION    OF   LAW. 

The  court  docMos.  as  conclnsioii  of  law,  that  said  seizure  and  condemna- 
tion wort'  loiral  and  tliat  tho  claimants  had  n(^  valid  claims  against  France  prior 
to  tho  ratitication  of  tho  conv(Mition  hotwcon  rianco  and  the  United  States  con- 
clndod  on  tho  ;>Oth  day  of  Soptoniber,  1vm>.  and  therefore  the  claimants  are  not 
entitled  to  Indonniity  from  tho  United  States. 

By  the  Court. 

Filed  April  1,  11)07. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  5th  day  of  June,  1907. 

[SEAL.]  John  Rawoolph, 

Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims, 

o 


^^&!Sr"}  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  {  I>ocum:'^ 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  SLOOP  WINDSOR  PACKET 

Lnrm  fbom   ths   assistant  clerk   of  the  Ck)UBT  of   Claims 

TKAlTBMimiTG  A  COPT  OF  THE  CONCLUSIONS  OF  LAW  AND  OF  FACT  IN 

Tfis  Fbknch   Spoliation   cases   relating  to  the  vessel  sloop 
Windsor  Packet,  Emanuel  Seward,  Master 

5,  1907. — ^Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 
printed 


CouKT  OF  Claims, 
WashinCton,  D.  C,  December  4, 1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit 
herewith  the  conclusions  of  fact  and  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  Jan- 
aary  20,  1885,  in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed 
findings  by  the  court  relating  to  the  vessel  sloop  Windsor  Packet^ 
Emanuel  Seward,  master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  Hovse  of  Representatives. 


fOMrt  of  Claims.  French  spoliations.  Act  of  Januarv  20,  1885 ;  23  Stat  L.,  283.  VoL 
1«  Supplement  to  B.  S.,  2(1  ed.,  471.  Vessel  sloop  Windsor  Packet,  Emanuel  Seward« 
aiwter.] 

MouoC 
caaa.  Claimant. 

90.     Edmund  D.  CkxLman,  administrator  of  William  Gray,  v.  The  United 

States. 
3S75.     Francis  A.  Jewett,  administrator  of  James  Prince,  v.  The  United  States. 
4326.    Franklin  A.  Wilson  et  al.,  administrators  of  John  Pearson  et  al.,  v.  The 

United  States. 
4338.    Franklin  A.  Wilson  et  aL,  administrators  of  John  Pearson  et  al.,  v.  The 

United  States. 
4IS4.    Joseph  A.  Titcomb,  administrator  of  John  Wells,  v.  The  United  States. 

PBELIMINABY   STATEMENT. 

These  cases  were  tried  before  the  (Dourt  of  Claims  on  the  12th  day  of  March, 
1907. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  John  W.  Butterfleld  and  Charles  W. 
Glacett,  esqs.,  and  the  United  States,  defendants,  by  the  Attorney-General, 
throat  his  assistant  in  the  Department  of  Justice,  John  W.  Trainer,  esq.,  with 
whom  waa  Assistant  Attorney-General  J.  A.  Van  Orsdel. 

CONCLUSIONS  OF  FACT. 

The  court,  open  the  evidence  and  after  hearing  the  arguments  and  conslder- 
iBf  the  aame  with  the  briefs  of  counsel  on  each  side,  determine  the  facts  to  be 
aafdllowa: 

I. 

The  doop  "W  ndfor  Packet,  Emannel  Seward,  master,  sailed  on  a  voyage  on 
ff  ahopt  thu  1  of  Ant^st,  1798.  bound  to  the  West  Indies.    While  peao^ 


2  SLOOP  WINDSOR  PACKET, 

fully  pursuing  said  voyage  she  was  seized  on  the  high  seas  by  the  French  pri- 
vateer L*Ameliu8,  Capt.  Honore  Andrien,  on  or  al>out  September  28,  1708,  and 
thereafter  said  vessel  and  cargo  were  condemned  by  the  tribunal  of  commerce 
and  prizes  sitting  at  Basseterre,  Guadalouiie,  on  the  4th  day  of  October,  17U8 
(6th  Vendemiaire,  year  7),  on  the  following  grounds,  viz: 

"1.  That  the  vessel,  which  was  bound  for  Tobago,  an  English  island,  went 
to  Martinique  and  St.  Lucia,  where  she  sold  part  of  her  cargo,  thereby  violating 
her  papers. 

'*2,  That  she  had  on  board  prohibited  articles,  such  as  tarpaulin,  tar,  and 
rosin. 

*'  3.  That  she  bad  no  rOle  d*6quipage ;  that  her  bill  of  lading  and  invoice  are 
not  in  order,  they  not  having  been  signed  by  the  competent  authorities." 

IL 

The  Windsor  Packet  was  a  duly  registered  vessel  of  the  United  States  of 
83 J5  tons  burthen,  built  at  Plymouth,  Mass.,  in  the  year  1783,  and  was  owned 
solely  by  Enoch  C.  Toppan,  a  citizen  of  the  United  States. 

in. 

The  cargo  of  the  Windsor  Packet  at  the  time  of  capture  consisted  of  salt  fish* 
timber,  paints,  tar,  pitch,  rosin,  etc.,  and  was  the  property  of  Emanuel  Seward, 
Enoch  C.  Toppan,  and  other  citizens  of  the  United  States,  upon  which  verael  and 
cargo  aforesaid  the  owners  thereof  obtained  policies  of  insurance. 

Said  claims  were  not  embraced  in  the  convention  between  the  United  States 
and  the  Republic  of  France,  concluded  on  the  30th  of  April,  1803.  They  were 
not  claims  growing  out  of  the  acts  of  France  allowed  and  paid  in  whole  or  in 
part  under  the  provisions  of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States  and  Spaing 
concluded  on  the  22d  day  of  February,  1819,  and  were  not  allowed  in  whole  or 
in  part  under  the  provisions  of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States  and  France 
of  the  4th  of  July,  1831. 

The  claimants,  in  their  representative  capacity,  are  the  owners  of  said  claims^ 
which  have  never  been  assigned  except  as  aforesaid. 

CONCLUSION   or   LAW. 

The  court  decides  as  conclusion  of  law  that,  the  cargo  of  this  vessel  being 
composed  partly  of  contraband  articles  destined  for  an  English  port  after  tbe 
abrogation  of  the  treaty,  said  seizure  and  condemnation  were  legal  and  tiie 
claimants  are  not  entitled  to  indemnity  from  the  United  States. 

By  the  Court. 

Filed  March  18,  1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  5th  day  of  June,  11K)7. 

[seal.]  John  Randolph, 

Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  ClainiM. 


•^  ^!Sir" }  HOUSE  OP  REPRESENTATIVES  |  Document 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  SLOOP  SWALLOW 

Lrtkb  fbom   the  assistant   clebk   of   the  Ck)URT  OF   Claims 

TBAlfSMimNG  A  COPT  OF  THE  CONCLUSIONS  OF  LAW  AND  OF  FACT  IN 
THS    FBENCH    SPOLIATION     CASES    BELATINQ    TO    THE    VESSEL    SLOOP 

Swallow,  Nathaniel  Chadwick,  master 


Dbcbmbeb  6,  1007. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed 


Court  or  Claims, 
Washington^  D.  C,  December  -4, 1907. 
Sir  :  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit  here- 
with the  conclusions  of  fact  and  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January 
20, 1885,  in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  find- 
ings by  the  court  relating  to  the  vessel  sloop  Swallow^  Nathaniel 
CSEadwick,  master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


COoort  of  Claims.    French  spoliations.    Act  of  January  20.  1885 ;  23  Stnt.  I  .,  283.    Vol.  1, 
8iii»pI«iDent  to  R.  8.,  2d  ed.,  471.    Vessel  sloop  Stcallotc,  Nathaniel  Chadwick,  master.] 

Noi  of 
ctM.  Claimant. 

2220.    Francis  M.  Boutwell,  administrator  of  Abrnlmm  Tonro,  v.  The  United 

States. 
3753.    Archibald  M.  Ilowe,  administrator  of  Francis   Green,   v.   The   United 

States. 

\  PRELIMINABY  STATEMENT. 

1  These  cases  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  12tli  day  of  March, 

I         1907. 

'  The  claimants  were  reprosented  by  William  T.  S.  Curtis.  Theodore  J.  Pickett, 

and  Frank  W.  Hackett,  esqs.,  and  the  United  States,  defendants,  by  the  Attor- 
ney-Genera], through  his  assistant  in  the  Department  of  Justice,  John  W, 
Trailer,  esq.,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney-lieneral  J.  A.  Van  Orsdel. 

» 

CONCLUSIONS  OF  FACT. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence  and  after  hearing  the  arguments  and  consid- 
ering the  same  with  the  briefs  of  counsel  on  each  side,  determine  the  facts  to 
be  as  follows : 

L 

The  sloop  SioaUaw,  whereof  Nathaniel  Chadwick  was  then  master,  sailed 
OD  a  commercial  voyage  on  the  15th  day  of  January  in  the  year  1800  from 
Boston,  boood  to  St.  Bartholomew* 
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FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  SLOOP  PEGGY 

Letter  fbom  the  assistant   clebk  of  the  Coxtbt  of  Claims 

TBAN8MITTINQ  A  COPY  OF  THE  CONCLUSION  OF  LAW   IN  THE   FbENCH 
SPOLIATION    CASE    BELATINQ    TO    THE    VESSEL    SLOOP    PEOGY,    HENBT 

Leader,  master 

Dbcbmbkb  6,  1907. — ^Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed 


Court  or  Claims, 
Washington^  December  4, 1907. 
Sm:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit  here- 
with the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20, 1885,  in 
the  French  spoliation  claim  set  out  in  the  annexed  findings  by  the 
oourt  relating  to  the  vessel  sloop  Peggy ^  Henry  Leader,  master. 
I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims* 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Repreaentatives. 


I 


[Govt  of  Claims.     French  spoliations.     Act  of  January  20,  1885  ;   23  Stat  L.,  283.     VoL 
1,  supplement  to  R.  S.,  2cl  ed.,  471.     Vessel  sloop  Peggy,  Henry  Leader,  master.] 

Ka  of 
cue.  Claimant. 

S19S.    Edmund  Waddill,  Jr.,  administrator  of  Jedediah  Leeds  et  al.  v.  The 
United  States. 

This  case  was  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  21st  day  of  October, 
MOT. 

The  claimant  was  represented  by  Curtis  &  Pickett,  and  the  United  States, 
defeodants,  by  the  Attorney-General,  through  his  assistant  in  the  Department 
«C  Justice,  John  W.  Trainer,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney-General  J.  A. 
Tio  Orsdel. 

CONCLUSION  OF  LAW. 

The  court  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  considering  the  same,  decide  that  the 
dtim  herein  was  not  included  in  the  private  claims  relinquished  under  the  sec- 
end  article  of  the  treaty  concluded  between  the  United  States  and  France  on 
the  30th  day  of  September,  1800 ;  that  it  was  a  claim  relinquished  under  the 
ninth  article  of  the  treaty  concluded  between  the  United  States  and  Spain  on 
tbe22d  day  of  February,  1819,  and  was  paid  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the  pro- 
▼idons  of  said  treaty  and  that  the  court  has  no  jurisdictiou  thereof  under  the 
tet  of  January  20,  1885  (23  Stat  L.,  283). 

By  the  Coubt. 

Piled  October  28,  1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  18th  day  of  November,  1907. 

[ftBAL.]  John  Randolph, 


AisiBtant  Cleric  Court  of  Claims^ 


^tt  !^S2^""  }  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  |  ^^^^"" 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  SLOOP  CLEMENTINE 

Letter   from   the    assistant   clerk    of   the    Court   of   Claimb 
transmitting  a  copy  op  the  conclusion  of  law  in  the  french 

spoliation     cases     RELATING     TO    THE     VESSEL     SI.OOP     CLEMENTINE, 

Benjamin  Green,  master 

December  5, 1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered   to  be 

printed 


CJouRT  or  Claims, 
WasMnffton,  D,  C,  December  4, 1907. 
Sm:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit  here- 
with the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885, 
in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  m  the  annexed  findings  by  the 
court  relating  to  the  vessel  sloop  Clementine ,  Benjamin  Green,  master. 
I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


Court  of  GUims.    French  BpoluttioiiB.    Act  of  January  20. 1885;  23  Stat.  L..  283.    VoL  1,  BuppleiiMBt 

to  R.  8.,  2a  ed..  471.    Veaael  aloop  Clementine  Benj.  Green,  master.] 
No.  of 
ean.  Claimant. 

2572.    The  Rhode  Island  Hospital  Trust  Co.,  trustees,  etc.,  v.  The  United  States. 

This  case  was  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  22d  day  of  April,  1907. 

The  claimant  was  represented  by  Edward  Lander,  esq.,  ana  the  United  States  br 
the  Attorney-General  through  his  assistant  in  the  Department  of  Justice,  John  W. 
Trainer,  esq.,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney-General  Josiah  A.  Van  Oredel. 

CONCLUSION    OF  LAW. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  considering  the  same,  decide  that  the 
dldm  herein  arose  subsequent  to  the  conclusion  of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States 
and  Fiance  on  the  30th  day  of  September,  1800;  that  it  was  not  included  in  the  private 
claims  relinquished  under  the  second  article  of  said  treaty;  and  tliat  the  court  has  no 
juPiBdiction  thereof  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885  (23  Stat.  L.,  283). 

By  thb  Coubt. 

FUed  AprU  29,  1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  4th  day  of  June,  1907. 

[seal.]  John  Randolph, 

Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claiing. 


*^!^Sir"}  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  |  I>ocument 


FINDINOS  IN  CASE  OF  SNOW  TRAVELLER 

LXITKR  FROM  THB  ASSISTANT  CLERK  OF  THB  GOURT  OF  CLAIMS 
TRANSMTITINO  A  COFY  OF  THB  CONCLUSION  OF  LAW  IN  THE  FRENCH 
SPOLIATION   CASES    RELATING  TO  THE   VESSEL  SNOW   TRAVELLER,  BaZA- 

CHIAH  Pains,  master 

DscBMBXB  5,   1907. — Referred  to  the  G>inmittee  on  Claims  and  ordered    to  be 

printed 


Court  of  Claims, 
Washington^  D.  C,  December  4,  1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit  here- 
with the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885, 
in  the  French  spoUation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  findings  by 
the  court  relating  to  the  vessel  snow  Traveller,  Bazachiah  raine, 
master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc.,  ;    , 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  ClerJc  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  (he  House  of  BepresentaMves. 


Omrt  of  CUinu.    French  spollAtlons.    Act  of  January  20. 1885;  23  Stat.  L.,  288.    Vol.  1,  Supplement 

to  R.  S.,  2d  od.,  I7L    Vesael  snow  Traveller,  Bazachiah  Paine,  maater.l 
Vaof 
tMB^  Claimants 

15g2.    Charles  F.  Adams,  administrator  of  Peter  G.  Brooks,  v.  The  United  States. 
2M>.    Henry  W.  Blaflse  and  Susan  B.  Samuels,  administrators  of  Crowell  Hatch,  v. 

The  United  States. 
tl76.    Charles  F.  Adams,  administrator  of  Peter  C.  Brooks,  v.  The  United  States. 

These  cases  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  22d  day  of  April,  1907.  . 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  Curtis  &  Pickett,  and  the  United  States,  defend- 
nft»  by  the  Attomey-Greneral  through  his  assistant  in  the  Department  of  Justice, 
Jqui  W.  Trainer,  wiu  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney-General  Josiah  A.  Van  Oisdel. 

CONCLUSION  OF  LAW. 

Tlie  court,  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  considering  the  same,  decide  that  the  claims 
katiiii  arose  subsequent  to  the  conclusion  of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States 
ad  France,  on  the  30th  day  of  September,  1800;  that  tney  were  not  included  in  the 
private  dauns  relinquished  under  the  second  article  of  the  said  treaty,  and  that  the 
oouit  has  no  jurisdiction  thereof  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885  (23  Stat.  L.,  283). 

By  THB  COUBT. 

FQed  April  29, 1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  4th  day  of  June,  1907. 

[sKAu]  John  RANnoLPH, 

Astistant  Clerk  Court  of  ClmmM. 


^Ut  SSr^ }  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  { J^c^M" 


FHfDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  SHIP  GEORGE 

Letter  from   the   assistant  clerk   of   the   Ck)nRT  of   CJlaims 

TRANSMITTING   A  COPT  OF  THE  CONCLUSION  OF  LAW   IN  THE  FRENCH 
SPOLIATION    CASE    RELATING    TO    THE    VESSEL    SHIP    GeORGE,    FRANCIS 

Waite,  master 

December  5,  1907.— Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed 


Court  of  Claims, 
Washington^  D.  C,  December  4^  1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit 
herewith  the  conchision  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20, 1885, 
in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  findings  by 
the  court  relating  to  the  vessel  ship  George^  Francis  Waite,  master. 
I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Coart  of  Claims.     French  spoUatlonfi.     Act  of  Jonuai7  20,  1885 ;  23  Stat.  L.,  288.     VoL 
[1,  Supplement  to  R.  S.,  I2d  ed.,  471.    Vessel  ship  Oeorge,  Francis  Waite,  master.] 

No.  of 

Claimant. 


746.    The  President  and  Directors  of  the  Insurance  Company  of  North  America 
V.  The  United  States. 

This  case  was  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  21st  day  of  October, 
1907. 

The  claimant  was  represented  by  J.  Bayard  Henry,  and  the  United  States,  de- 
fendant by  the  Attorney-General,  through  his  assistant  In  the  Department  of 
Justice.  John  W.  Trainer,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney-General  J.  A. 
Van  Orsdel. 

CONCLUSION    OF    LAW. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  conslderlnq  the  same,  decide  that  the 
claim  herein  was  not  included  in  the  private  claims  relinquished  under  the 
second  article  of  tlie  treaty  concludo<l  between  the  I'nited  States  and  France  on 
the  30th  day  of  September,  1800;  that  It  was  a  claim  relinquished  under  the 
ninth  article  of  the  treaty  concluded  betwiHMi  the  United  States  and  Srmin 
on  the  22d  day  of  February.  1810.  and  was  imld  in  whole  or  In  ixirt  under  the 
provisions  of  said  treaty;  and  that  tlie  court  has  no  jurisdiction  thereof  nnder 
the  act  of  January  20,  1885  (23  Stat.  L.,  283). 

By  the  Coubt. 

Filed  October  28,  1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  16th  day  of  November,  11)07. 

[seal.]  John  Randolph, 

Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  ClaimM. 

o 


**ii Ito^^ }  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  {  Document 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  SHIP  ELLICE 


LCTTEB  FBOM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLERK  OF  THE  CoURT  OF  CLAIMS  TRANS- 
MITTING A  COPT  OF  THE  CONCLUSION  OF  LAW  IN  THE  FRENCH 
tFOUATION    CASES   RELATING   TO   THE   VESSEL    SHIP    ElLICE,    WiLLIAM 

Hervet,  master 

Dboembeb  5,  1907. — ^Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed 


CouET  OF  Claims, 
Washwgton^  D.  C,^  Decemher  -^,  1907. 
Snr:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit  here- 
with the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885, 
in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  hndings  by 
the  court  relating  to  the  vessel  ship  Ellice^  William  Hervey,  master. 
I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims, 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Onirt  of  Claims.     French  Bnollntions.     Act  of  January  20,  1RR5.  23  Stat.  L.,  283.     VoL 
1,  Supplement  to  R.  S.,  2a  ed.,  471.     Vessel  ship  EllicCt  William  llervey,  mastcr.J 

Ko.  of 

Claimant. 


8724.    Wmiam  J.  Klngsland,  and  Trnnian  Wee<l,  administrators  of  WlUiam 

Hervey,  Jr.,  and  John  llervey,  i'.  The  United  States. 
4037*    Benjamin  M.  Hortshorne  and  Charles  N.  Black,  exrs.  of  Richard  Harts- 
home,  V.  The  United  States. 

These  cases  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  21st  day  of  October, 
1907. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  Curtis  rnd  Pi  kott,  and  the  United  States, 
defendants,  by  the  Attorney-!  i  en  era  1.  throuirh  his  assistant  in  the  Do|>artment 
of  Jnstice,  John  W.  Trainer,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney-General  J.  A. 
Tan  Orsdel. 

CONCLUSION   OF  LAW. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  considering  the  same,  decide  that  the 
^Ims  herein  were  not  included  in  the  private  claims  relinquished  under  the 
mcctnd  article  of  the  treaty  concluded  between  tlio  United  States  and  France 
mi  the  30th  day  of  Septeml)er,  ISOO;  that  they  were  claims  relinquished  under 
the  ninth  article  of  the  treaty  conchuUHl  between  the  United  States  and  Spain 
on  the  23d  day  of  February,  ISII),  and  were  paid  in  whole  or  in  i»art  under 
the  provisions  of  said  treaty:  and  tliat  the  court  has  no  jurisdiction  thereof 
under  the  act  of  January  20, 1S85  (23  Stat.  L.,  2i>3). 

By  the  Court. 

Filed,  October  28, 1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Ttest  this  leth  day  of  November,  1007. 

[SEAJU]  John  Randolph. 

Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 

o 


^a^^m"}  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  C***^?" 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF   SHIP  OLIVE  BRANCH. 

Letter  from   the   assistant  clerk   of   the   Ck)URT  of   Claims 

TRANSMITTINO  A  COPY  OF  THE  CONCLUSIONS  OF  LAW   AND  OF  FACT  IN 

THE   French    spoliation    cases    relating   to   the   vessel   ship 
Olive  Branch,  McCk^NNEix,  master. 

December  5,  1007. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed 


CouKT  OF  Claims, 
Washington^  D.  C,  December  ^  1907. 
Sir  :  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit  here- 
with the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20, 1885,  in 
the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  findings  by  the 

court  relating  to  the  vessel  ship  Olive  Branchy  McConneU, 

master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Court  of  Clalma.     French  spoliations.     Act  of  January  20,  1885,  23  Stat  L.,  288.     Vot 
1.  Supplement  to  R.  S.,  2d  ed.,  471.     Vessel  ship  Olive  Branch,  McConnell,  master.] 

No.  of 
case  Claimant 

3782.    John   Pentland    Brown,    receiver   of   the   Marine   Insurance   Ck)inpaii7, 

The  United- States. 
6437.    Ferdinand  C.  I^trobe,  receiver  of  the  Marine  Insurance  Company,  v. 

The  Unite<l  States. 
5440.     Fordinnnd   C.   Latrobe,   receiver  of  the  Marine  Insurance  Company   v. 

Tlie  Ignited  States. 

These  cases  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  21st  day  of  October, 
1907. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  Allan  Rutherford  and  Frank  P.  Clark* 
and  the  United  States,  defendants,  by  the  Attorney-Cieneral  through  bis  assist- 
ant in  the  Department  of  .Justice,  John  W.  Trainer,  with  whom  was  Assistant 
Attorney-General  J.  A.   Van   Orsdel. 

CONCI.USION   OF  LAW. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  considering  the  same,  decide  that 
the  claims  herein  were  not  included  in  the  private  claims  relinquished  under 
the  seecMid  article  of  the  treaty  concludcnl  between  the  United  States  and  Prance 
on  the  oOth  day  of  September,  1800:  that  they  were  claims  relinquished  under 
the  ninth  article  of  the  treaty  concluded  between  the  I'nited  States  and  Spain 
on  the  22d  day  of  February.  1810.  and  were  paid  in  whole  or  in  part  under 
the  provisions  of  said  treaty;  and  that  the  court  has  uo  Jurisdiction  thereof 
under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885.     (23  Stat.  L.,  2S3.) 

By  the  Coust. 

Filed  October  28,  1907. 

A  true  copy: 

Test  this  IGth  day  of  November,  A.  D.,  1007. 

[fcJEAL.]  JOHlf    RaKDOLPH, 

Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Clolma. 


**«SS!r"}  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  { ^°^^*'" 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  SHIP  RUFUS. 

LSTTKB  FBOlf  THE  ASSISTANT  CLERK  OF  THE  COURT  OF  CLAIMS 
TBANSlfrmNO  A  COPY  OF  THE  CONCLUSION  OF  LAW  IN  THE  FRENCH 
SPOLIATION    CASE    RELATING    TO    THE    VESSEL    SHIP    RUFUS,    HOLLAND, 

MASTER. 

Dbcembbb  6,  1907. — Referred  to  the  Comniittee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed 


Court  of  Claims, 
Washington^  D,  C.^  December  4, 1907. 
Sir  :  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit  here- 
with the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885, 
in  the  French  spoliation  claim  set  out  in  the  annexed  findings  by  the 
'court  relating  to  the  vessel  ship  Rufus^  Holland,  master. 
I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


(Coart  of   Claims.     French   spoliations.     Act  of  January   20.   1885 ;   23.   Stat.  L.,  283. 
VoL  1,  Supplement  to  R.  8.,  2d  ed.,  471.     Vessel  ship  Rufus,  Holland,  master.] 

Na  of 


Claimant. 
4584.    WiUlam  H.  S.  Elting,  administrator  of  Peter  Elting,  v.  The  United  States. 

Tbii  case  was  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  21st  day  of  October, 
1907. 

The  Claimant  was  represented  by  John  C.  Clark,  and  the  United  States, 
defendants,  by  the  Attomey-Genernl.  throu'jrh  his  assistant  in  the  Department 
of  Justice,  John  W.  Trainer,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney-General  J.  A. 
Van  Orsdel. 

CONCLUSION    OF    LAW. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence  and  after  considerinc:  the  same,  decide  that  the 
claim  herein  was  not  included  in  the  private  claims  relinquished  under  the 
second  .article  of  the  treaty  concluded  between  the  rnitod  States  and  France  on 
the  SOtii  day  of  September,  1800:  that  it  was  a  olniu)  reliminished  under  the 
ninth  article  of  the  treaty  conclu(le<l  between  the  Unite<l  States  and  Spain  on 
the  22d  day  of  February,  1810,  and  was  paid  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the 
provisions  of  said  treaty;  and  that  the  court  has  no  jurisdiction  thereof  under 
the  act  of  January  20,  1885  (23  Stat.  L.,  283). 

By  the  Court. 

Piled  October  28, 1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  16th  day  of  November  A.  D.  1907. 

[flBAL.]  John  Randolph, 

Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims, 

o 


^ui  !£r }         HOUSE  6f  representatives  { ^^^"* 


FIXDIXGS  IN  CASE  OF  SHIP  CHATHAM 

liETTEB    FROM    THE    ASSISTANT    CLERK    OF    THE    Ck>URT    OF    CLAIMS 
TRANSMITTING  A  COPY  OF  THE  CONCLUSIONS  OF  LAW  AND  OF  FACT  IN 

THE   French    spoliation    cases   relating   to   the   vessel   ship 
Chatham,  James  Peters,  master 

December  6,  1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed 


Court  of  Claims, 
Washington,  D.  (7.,  December  4, 1907. 
Sir  :  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit  here- 
with the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885,  in 
the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  findings  by  the 
court  relating  to  the  vessel  ship  Chatham,  James  Peters,  master.       » 
I  am,  very  respectfully  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Court  of  Claims.    French  spollatioTis.     Act  of  Jnnunry  20,  1885;  23  Stat.  L.,  288.    ▼«!. 
1,  Supplement  to  R.  8.,  2d  ed.,  471.    Vessel  ship  Chatham,  James  Peters,  master.] 

No.  of 
case.  Claimant. 

4096.    William  Seton,  administrator  William  Seton,  v.  The  United  States. 

This  case  was  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  21st  day  of  October, 
1907. 

The  clalnmnts  were  represented  by  J.  Bayard  Henry,  and  the  United  StatesL 
defendants,  by  the  Attorney-General  throntrh  his  assistant  in  the  Department  of 
Justice,  Jolm  W.  Trainer,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney-General  J.  A. 
Van  Orsdel. 

CONCLUSION   or   LAW. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  considering  the  same,  decide  that 
the  claim  herein  was  not  Included  in  the  private  claims  relinquished  under  the 
second  article  of  the  treaty  concludiHl  between  the  United  States  and  France 
on  the  30th  day  of  September,  ISOO:  that  it  was  a  claim  relinquished  under  the 
ninth  article  of  the  treaty  concluded  between  the  United  States  and  Sinio  on 
the  22d  day  of  February,  181  !>,  and  was  i)aid  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the  pro- 
visions of  said  treaty,  and  that  the  court  has  no  jurisdiction  thereof  under  the 
act  of  January  20,  18S5  (23  Stat.  L.,  283). 

By  the  Coubt. 

Filed  October  28,  1907. 

A  true  cor)y. 

Test  this  ICth  day  of  November,  A.  D.  1907. 

[bual.]  John  Randolph, 

Aiixiiani  Clerk  Court  of  Claim9. 

o 


•^  IsShSIi"  }  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  { DocuMEWf 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  SHIP  JANE,  GARDNER, 

MASTER 

Letter  fbom   the   assistant   clerk   of   the   Coubt  of  Claims 
transmitting  a  copt  of  the  conclusion  of  law  in  the  french 

SPOLIATION   CASES  RELATING  TO   THE   VESSEL   SHIP  JANB,  JoHN   GARD- 
NER,   MASTER 

December  5,  1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed 


Court  of  Claims, 
Washington^  D.  C,  December  ^  1907. 
Sir  :  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit  here- 
with the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885,  in 
the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  findings  by  the 
court  relating  to  the  vessel  ship  Jane,  John  Gardner,  master. 
I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives, 


[Gmirt  of  Claims.     French  spoliations.     Act  of  January  20,  1885  ;  23  Stat.  L.,  283.     Vol. 
1,  Supplement  to  R.  8.,  2d  ed.,  471.     Vessel  ship  Jane,  John  Gardner,  master.] 

No  of 

Claimant. 


I 


54.    WiHIam  Gray,  adniinlBtrator,  etc.,  v.  The  United  States. 
3193.    Charles  F.  Adams,  administrator  of  Peter  C.  Brooks,  v.  The  United 
States. 

These  cases  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  21st  day  of  October, 
1907. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  Edward  Lander  and  Curtis  &  Pickett, 
and  the  United  States,  defendants,  by  the  Attorney-General  through  his  assist- 
ant in  the  Department  of  Justice.  John  W.  Trainer,  with  whom  was  Assistant 
Attorney-General  J.  A.  Van  Orsdel. 

CONCLUSION  OF  LAW. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  considering  the  same,  decides  that 
the  claims  herein  were  not  included  in  the  private  claims  relinquished  under 
the  Sfcond  article  of  the  treaty  concluded  between  the  United  States  and  France 
on  the  30th  day  of  September,  1800;  that  they  were  claims  relinquished  under 
the  ninth  article  of  the  treaty  concluded  between  the  United  States  and  Spain 
on  the  22d  day  of  February,  1819,  and  were  paid  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the 
provisions  of  said  treaty,  and  that  the  court  has  no  jurisdiction  thereof  under 
the  act  of  January  20,  1885  (23  Stat.  L.,  283). 

By  the  Coubt. 

Filed  October  28,  1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  15tb  day  of  November,  1907. 

[■SAL.]  John  RANooLPn. 

Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims* 

o 


^a  !s2SSr" }  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  |  ^^**^*" 


FINDIXGS  IN  CASE  OF  SHIP  THREE  BROTHERS 

Letter  from   the   assistant   clebk   of  the   Court  of  Claims 

transmitting  a  copy  of  the  conclusions  of  law  and  of  fact  in 

THE  French  spoliation  cases  relating  to  the  vessel  ship  Three 

Brothers,  Lendal  Smith,  master 

December  5,  1907.— Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed 


Court  of  Claims, 
Washington,  D.  C,  December  4, 1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit  here- 
with the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20.  1885, 
in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  findings  oy  the 
Court  relating  to  the  vessel  ship  Three  Brothers^  Lendal  Smith, 
master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  Hoxise  of  Representatives. 


[Court  of  Claims.  French  spoliations.  Act  of  January  20,  1885,  28  Stat.  L.,  283. 
Vol.  1,  Supplement  to  R.  S.,  2d  ed.,  471.  Vessel  ship  Three  Brothers,  Lendal  Smith* 
master.] 

No.  of 

case.  Claimant. 

3701.    Joseph  S.  Webster,  administrator  of  Thomas  Webster,  v.  The  United 
States. 

This  case  was  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  21st  day  of  Ckrtober, 
1907. 

The  claimant  was  represented  by  Geo.  A.  and  Wm.  B.  King,  and  the  United 
States,  defendants,  by  the  Attorney-General,  through  his  assistant  In  the  De- 
partment of  Justice,  John  W.  Trainer,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney- 
General  J.  A.  Van  Orsdel. 

CONCLUSION  or  LAW. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  considering  the  same,  decides  tliat  the 
claim  herein  was  not  included  in  the  private  claims  relinquished  under  the  sec- 
ond article  of  the  treaty  concluded  between  the  United  States  and  France  on  the 
30th  day  of  September,  1800;  that  it  was  a  claim  relinquished  under  the  ninth 
article  of  the  treaty  concluded  between  the  United  States  and  Spain  on  the  22d 
day  of  February,  ISll),  and  was  paid  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the  provisions 
of  said  treaty,  and  that  the  court  has  no  jurisdiction  thereof  under  the  act  of 
January  20,  1885  (23  Stat  L..  283). 

Bt  thx  Goubt. 

Filed  October  28,  1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  15th  day  of  November,  1907. 

[SEAL.]  John  Randolph, 

ABsistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 


o 
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i 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  SHIP  INDUSTRY 


libtteb  fbom  the  assistant   clerk   of  the   coubt  of   claims 

transmitting  a  copy  of  the  conclusion  of  law  in  the  french 

sfollation  oases  relating  to  the  vessel  ship  industry,  robert 

Oram,  master 

Dkckmbeb  5,  1907. — Referred  to  the  Coiuniittee  ou  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed 


Court  or  Claims, 
IVashinyton^  D,  {7.,  December  4, 1907. 
Snr:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit  here- 
with the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885, 
in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  findings  by  the 
court  relating  to  the  vessel  ship  Industry^  Kobert  Oram,  master. 
I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


(Coort  of  Claims.    French  spoliations.    Act  of  January  20,  1885  ;  23  Stat.  L.,  283.    Vol.  1, 
Sapplement  to  R.  8.,  2a  ed.,  471.     Vessel  ship  Industry,  Kobert  Oram,  master.] 

No.  of  * 

cmae.  Claimant. 

6652.    Charles  T.  Levering,  administrator  of  Joseph  Taylor,  v.  The  United 

States. 
3798.    Henry  B.  Cabot,  administrator  of  Daniel  D.  Rogers,  v.  The  United  States. 
4195.    W.  I.  Monroe,  administrator  of  John  Brazer,  v.  The  United  States. 

These  cases  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  21st  day  of  October, 
1907. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  Curtis  &  Pickett  and  Edward  Lander,  and 
the  United  State,  defendants,  by  the  Attorney-General  through  his  assistant 
in  the  Department  of  Justice,  John  W.  Trainer,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attor- 
ney-General J.  A.  Van  Orsdel. 

CONCLUSION  OF  LAW. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  considering  the  same,  decide  that  the 
claims  herein  were  not  included  in  the  private  claims  relinquished  under  the 
secood  article  of  the  treaty  concluded  between  the  United  States  and  France 
on  tl»e  Wth  day  of  September,  1800;  that  they  were  claims  relinquished  under 
tbe  ninth  article  of  the  treaty  concluded  between  the  United  States  and  Spain 
on  the  22d  day  of  February,  1819,  and  were  paid  In  whole  or  In  part  under 
tbe  provisions  of  said  treaty,  and  that  the  court  has  no  jurisdiction  thereof 
under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885  (23  Stat  L.,  283). 

Br  THE   COUBT. 

FUed  October  28,  1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  15th  day  of  November,  1907. 

[8EAi»]  John    Randolph, 

Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claimt. 

o 
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FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  SHIP  GOVERNOR  MIFFLIN 

Letter  from  the  assistant  clerk  of  the   Coubt    of   Olaims 

transmitting  a  copy  of  the  conclusion  of  law  in  the  french 

spoliation  cases  relating  to  the  vessel  ship  governor  mifflin, 

John  Dove,  master 

December  5,  1907.— Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed 


Court  of  Claims, 
Washington^  December  ^  1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims  I  transmit  here- 
with the  conclusion  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885, 
ill  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  iindmgs  by  the 
court  relating  to  the  vessel  ship  Governor  Miiflin^  John  Dove,  master. 
I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Conrt  of  Claims.    French  spoliation.    Act  of  January  20,  1885 ;  23  Stat.  L.,  288.    Vol.  1« 
Supplement  to  R.  S.,  2d  ed.,  471.     Vessel  ship  Governor  Mifflin,  John  Doye,  mmster.] 

No.  of 

case.  Claimant. 

119.  Lydia  B.  Machette,  administratrix  of  Joseph  P.  Musgrove  v.  The  United 
States. 
3717.  Emma  M.  Izard,  executrix  of  Joseph  Allen  Smith,  v.  The  United  States. 

These  cases  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  21st  day  of  Ckrtober, 
1907. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  J.  Bayard  Henry  and  Curtis  &  Pickett, 
and  the  T'nittHl  States,  dofoiulants,  by  the  Attorney-General,  through  his  assist- 
ant  in  the  Department  of  Justice,  John  W.  Trainer,  with  whom  was  Assistant 
Attorney-General  J.  A.  Van  Orsdel. 

CONCLUSION   OF   LAW. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence  and  after  considering  the  same,  decide  that 
the  claims  hen^in  were  not  included  in  the  private  claims  relinquished  under 
the  second  article  of  the  treaty  concluded  between  the  United  States  and 
France  on  the  30th  day  of  September,  180();  that  they  were  claims  relinquished 
under  the  ninth  article  of  the  treaty  concluded  between  the  United  States  and 
Spain  on  the  22d  day  of  February.  1819;  and  were  paid  In  whole  or  In  part 
under  the  provisions  of  said  treaty;  and  that  the  court  has  no  jorisdiction 
thereof  under  the  act  of  January  20,  1885  (23  Stat.  L.,  283). 

By  the  Couvt. 

Filed  October  28,  1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  15th  day  of  November,  1907. 

[SEAL.]  John  Randoi.ph. 

A$8istant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 

o 
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FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  SLOOP  WINDSOR  PACKET 

Lettbb  fbom   the   assistant  clerk  of  the  Court  of   Claims 

tbanslirmno  a  copt  of  thb  conclusions  of  law  and  of  fact  in 

THs  Fbknch   Spoliation   cases   relating  to  the  vessel   sloop 

Windsor  Packet,  Emanuel  Seward,  Master 

6,  1907. — ^Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 
printed 


Court  of  Claims, 
WashinCton,  D.  C,  December  ^,  1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit 
herewith  the  conclusions  of  fact  and  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  Jan- 
uary 20,  1885,  in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed 
finaings  by  the  court  relating  to  the  vessel  sloop  Windsor  Packet^ 
Emanuel  Seward,  master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[CMirt  of  Claims.  Prench  spoliations.  Act  of  January  20,  1885 ;  23  Stat.  L.,  283.  VoL 
1.  Supplement  to  E.  S.,  2cl  ed.,  471.  Vessel  sloop  Windsor  Packet,  Emanuel  Sewurd, 
mftster.] 

Claimant. 


90.    Edmund  D.  Ck)dman,  administrator  of  William  Gray,  t?.  The  United 

States. 
3S75.     Francis  A.  Jewett,  administrator  of  James  Prince,  v.  The  United  States. 
4326.    Franklin  A.  Wilson  et  al.,  administrators  of  John  Pearson  et  al.,  v.  The 

United  States. 
4338.    Franklin  A.  Wilson  et  al.,  administrators  of  John  Pearson  et  al.,  v.  The 

United  States. 
4484.    Joseph  A.  Titcomb,  administrator  of  John  Wells,  i;.  The  United  States. 

FBEUMINABY   STATEMENT. 

These  cases  were  tried  before  the  Ck)urt  of  Claims  on  the  12th  day  of  March, 
1907. 

Tbe  claimants  were  represented  by  John  W.  Butterfield  and  Charles  W. 
Clacett,  esqs.,  and  the  United  States,  defendants,  by  the  Attorney-General, 
thrmi^  his  assistant  in  the  Department  of  Justice,  John  W.  Trainer,  esq.,  with 
whom  was  Assistant  Attorney-General  J.  A.  Van  Orsdel. 

CONCLUSIONS  OF  FACT. 

The  ooart,  upon  the  evidence  and  after  hearing  the  arguments  and  consider- 
hig  the  same  with  the  briefs  of  counsel  on  each  side,  determine  the  facts  to  be 
as  follows: 

I. 

The  sloop  1F^4f«or  Packet,  Emanuel  Seward,  master,  sailed  on  a  voyage  on 
Pf  ahopt  tbp  lOfb  day  of  Aufi^st,  1708,  bound  to  the  West  Indies.    While  ]?eace- 


i  The 


2  CHARLES   COOK,  ADMINISTRATOR   OF   JOHN    COOK. 

The  claimant  in  his  petition  makes  the  following  all^;ation8: 

I.  That  he  ia  the  aominiBtrator  of  John  Cook,  deceased,  his  warrant  of  authority 
being  herewith  brought  into  court;  that  said  decedent  was  during  the  late  war  a 
resident  of  the  State  of  West  Virginia,  and  did  not  give  any  aid  or  comfort  to  the  said 
rebellion,  but  was  throughout  that  war  lo^  to  the  Government  of  the  United  States. 

II.  That  the  following  property  belonging  to  said  John  Cook  was  taken  from  him  by 
the  United  States  Army,  the  date,  place,  and  command  being  particularly  stated 
below: 

In  Fayette  County,  in  the  State  of  West  Virginia,  in  the  winter  of  1862,  by  Lieut. 
R.  B.  Gtardner,  quartermaster  Twenty-third  Ohio  Volunteers,  stationed  at  rayette- 
ville,  to  wit,  27  head  of  beef  cattle,  at  |30  a  head,  $810. 

III.  That  a  claim  for  said  property  was  presented  to  the  Commissary-Greneral,  the 
items  of  said  claim  being  as  heretofore  stated. 

Said  claim  was  not  allowed  by  said  tribunal,  the  ground  for  said  action  being  that 
it  was  not  considered  that  the  claim  was  just. 

That  no  other  action  than  as  aforesaid  has  been  had  on  this  claim  in  Congress  or  by 
any  of  the  Departments;  that  the  claimant  is  the  sole  owner  of  this  claim  and  the  only 
person  interested  therein;  that  no  assignment  or  transfer  of  this  claim,  or  of  any  part 
thereof  or  interest  therein,  has  been  nmde;  that  the  claimant  is  justl]^  entitled  to  the 
amount  herein  claimed  from  the  United  States  after  allowing  all  just  credits  and 
ofliets;  that  the  claimant  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States,  and  the  claimant  believes 
the  facts  as  stated  in  this  petition  to  be  true. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence  and  after  considering  the  briefs  and  argument  of 
counsel  on  both  sides,  makes  the  following 

riNDINGS  OF  FACT. 

During  the  late  civil  war  the  military  forces  of  the  United  States,  for  the  use  of  the 
Array,  by  proper  authority,  took  from  the  claimant's  decedent  in  Fayette  County, 
State  of  West  Virginia,  property  of  the  kind  and  character  described  in  the  petition. 
The  reasonable  value  thereof  at  the  time  and  place  of  taking  was  the  sum  of  five  hun- 
dred and  fifty  dollars  (1550). 

No  payment  appears  to  have  been  made  therefor. 

By  the  Court. 

Filed  October  28, 1907, 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  29th  day  of  November,  1907. 

[sBAL.]  John  Randolph, 

Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claxnu. 


^^jW&SS^}  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  {  ^^^^"^ 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  MARY  E.  HATGOOD,  HEIB 
OF  JOHN  M.  liAWSON 

LSTTBK     FROM     THE     ASSISTANT     CLERK     OF     THE     CoURT     OF     CLAIMS 
TRAN8MITTINO  A  COPT   OF  THE   FINDINGS  FILED   BY  THE   COURT  IN  THE 

CABS  OF  Mary  E.  Haygood,  heir  of  John  M.  Lawson,  deceased, 
AGAINST  The  United  States. 

DaoBMBXB  5,  1907.— Refeired  to  the  Comniittee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Office,^ 
'Washington^  December  4,  1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court,  I  transmit  herewith  a 
certified  copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War 
Claims,  House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883, 
known  as  the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Ckmns. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


(Ooort  of  Qalms.    Congressional,  No.  10130.     Mary  E.  Haygood,  heir  of  John  M.  Lawson,  deoeated, 

V.  The  United  States.] 

This  case  being  a  claim  for  supplies  or  stores  alleged  to  have  been  taken  bv  or  fur- 
nished to  the  muitarv  forces  of  tne  United  States  for  their  use  during  the  late  war 
for  the  suppression  of  the  rebellion,  the  court,  on  a  preliminary  inquuy,  finds  that 
John  M.  Lawson,  the  person  alleged  to  have  furnished  such  supplies  or  stores  or  from 
whom  the  same  are  alleged  to  have  been  taken,  was  loyal  to  the  Government  of  Uie 
United  States  throughout  said  war. 

By  the  Goubt. 

Ffled  December  17, 1906. 


[Ooort  <A  Oatms.    Congressional  case  No.  10130.    Mary  E.  Haygood,  heir  ol  John  M.  LawKUi» 

deceased,  v.  The  United  States.] 

STATEMENT  OF  CASE. 

ne  daim  in  the  above-entitled  case  for  supplies  or  stores  alleged  to  have  been 
taken  by  or  furnished  to  the  military  forces  of  the  United  States,  for  their  use  during 
the  late  war  for  the  suppression  of  the  rebellion,  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the 
Oommittee  on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the  27th  day  of  March, 
1900. 

On  a  preliminary  inquiry  the  court,  on  the  17th  day  of  December,  1906,  found 
that  the  person  alleged  to  have  furnished  the  supplies  or  stores,  or  from  whom  they 
W€re  alleged  to  have  been  taken,  was  loyal  to  the  Government  of  the  United  Statai 
throiigjiout  said  war. 

Hie  case  was  brought  to  a  hearing  on  its  merits  on  the  2l8t  day  of  October,  1907. 
MflflBL  Qeoige  A.  &  Wm.  B.  King  appeared  for  claimant  and  the  Attorney-General, 


2  MABY    K.  HAYGOOD,  HEIR  OF  JOHH   M.  LA^^OV. 

by  P.  M.  Aflhford,  esq.,  his  assistant,  and  under  his  direction,  mppeuted  for  the  defense 
and  protection  of  the  interests  of  the  United  States. 
The  claimant  in  her  petition  makes  the  followins;  aUegatioiie: 

1.  That  she  is  the  daughter  of  John  M.  Lawson,  aeccased. 

2.  That  the  loUowins  property  belonging  to  John  IL  Lawson  wm  ttkea  firom  him 
by  the  United  States  Anny  and  used  by  tke  said  Anny,  the  date,  i^aoe,  and  com- 


mand being  particularly  stated  below: 
In  Lauderdale  County. 


MM  Aj»uu^uMv  x^iAuvj .  in  the  State  of  Alabama,  on  or  about  the  5th  dayol  Novem- 
ber, 1864,  by  a  brig^e  of  United  States  troops  under  the  command  ol  GoL  D.  £.  Goon, 
namely: 

1.  500  bushels  of  com 1750 

2.  4,000  pounds  of  fodder 80 

3.  11  head  of  pork  hogs,  1,800  pounds 270 

4.  11  head  of  stock  hogs,  100  pounds  each 100 

6.  150  pounds  of  fodder 7 

1,207 

8.  That  a  claim  for  said  property  was  presented  to  the  Southern  Claims  Commission 
but  was  not  allowed  by  said  tribunal  because  the  claimant  had  taken  benefit  from  the 
bankruptcy  law  and  was  therefore  not  qualified  to  prosecute  the  daim. 

4.  That  the  said  claim  has  been  presented  to  the  Fifty-sixth  Congress  and  was  by 
the  House  of  Representatives  of  the  said  Fifty-sixth  Congress  referred  to  the  Conunittee 
on  War  Claims  of  said  House,  by  which  committee  it  was,  on  the  27th  day  ol  March, 
1900,  referred  to  this  court  forafindingof  the  facts  in  accordance  with  sectioa  1  ol  an 
act  approved  March  3, 1883,  entitled  **An  act  to  afford  assistance  and  rdief  to  ConyesB 
and  the  Executive  Departments  in  the  investigation  of  claims  and  demands  agauMt 
ihe  Government." 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence  and  after  the  consideration  of  briefe  and  after  hearing 
the  aiguments  of  the  respective  counsels,  makes  the  following 

FINDINO  OF  FACT. 

During  the  war  for  the  suppression  of  the  rebellion  the  military  forces  of  the  United 
States,  for  the  use  of  the  Army,  by  proper  authority,  took  from  the  claimant's  decedent 
in  Lauderdale  County,  State  of  Alabama,  property  of  the  kind  and  character  above 
described,  which  at  the  time  and  place  of  taking  was  reasonably  worth  the  sum  of 
nine  hundred  and  twenty  dollars  ($920.00). 

No  payment  appears  to  ever  have  been  made  therefor. 

Bt  ths  Court. 

Filed  October  28,  1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  29th  day  of  November,  1907. 

[bbal.]  John  Randolph, 

Amstant  Clerk  Court  of  ClaimM. 

o 
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FINDINOS  IN  CASE  OF  JOHN  C.  McDANIEL,  ADMIN- 
ISTRATOR OF  JOHN  W.  McDANIEL 

Lrtbr    from   the    assistant    clerk    of   the    Court    of    Claims 
transmittino  a  copy  of  the   findings  filed   by  the  court    in 

THB  CA8B  OF  JOHN  C.  McDaNIEL,  ADBONISTRATOR  OF  JoHN  W.  McDaNIEL, 
DECEASED,   AOAINST  ThE  UnITED   StaTES 

Dbobmbbb  5,  1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

WashiTigtony  December  4, 1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court,  I  transmit  herewith  a 
certified  copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War 
Claims,  House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883, 
known  as  the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolp^ 
Assistant  Cleric  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Spealeer  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


lOoBrt  of  CUtmi.    CongressioiuU,  No.  8007.    Estate  of  John  W.  McDanlel,  deceased,  o.  The  United 

States.] 

TTiifl  case,  being  a  claim  for  supplies  or  stores  alleged  to  have  been  taken  by  or 
furnished  to  the  militanr  forces  of  tne  United  States  for  their  use  during  the  late  war 
for  the  suppression  of  the  rebellion,  the  court,  on  a  preliminary  inquiry,  finds  that 
Jdhn  W.  HcDaniel,  deceased,  the  person  alleged  to  nave  furnished  such  supplies  or 
Horee,  or  from  whom  Uie  same  are  alleged  to  have  been  taken,  was  loyal  to  the  Gov- 
cmment  of  the  United  States  throughout  said  war. 

By  the  Coukt. 

Ffled  February  19,1906. 


rOoort  of  CUims.    Congressional  case  No.  8097.    John  C.  McDaniel,  administrator  of  John  W. 

McDanlel,  v.  The  United  States.] 

STATEMENT   OF  CASE. 

The  dftim  in  the  above-entitled  case  for  supplies  or  stores  alleged  to  have  been 
taken  by  or  furnished  to  the  military  forces  of  the  United  States,  for  their  use  during 
the  late  war  to  the  suppression  of  the  rebellion,  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the 
Committee  on  War  Claims  on  the  15th  day  of  December,  1890. 

On  a  preliminary  inquiry  the  court,  on  the  19th  day  of  February,  1906,  found  that 
the  penoQ  alleged  to  have  furnished  the  supplies  or  stores,  or  from  whom  they  were 
alleged  to  have  oeen  taken,  was  loyal  to  the  Government  of  the  United  States  through- 
out add  war. 

TOe  case  was  brought  to  a  hearing  on  its  merits  on  the  12th  day  of  February,  1907. 

Geom  A.  and  William  B.  Kin^,  esq.,  appeared  for  claimant,  and  the  Attorney- 
QwiinT,  by  F.  DeC.  Faust,  esqs.,  ms  assistant  and  under  his  direction,  appeared  for  the 
ain  protection  of  the  interests  of  the  United  States. 


2      JOHN  0.  H^DANIEL,  ADMINISTBATOB  OF  JOHN  W.  m'dANISL. 

The  claimant  in  his  petition  makes  the  following  allegations: 
-  The  claimant,  John  W.  McDaniel,  respectfully  represents  that  he  is  the  adminis- 
trator of  John  W.  McDaniel,  deceased,  appointed  on  the  8th  day  of  September^  1897* 
by  the  probate  court  in  and  for  the  county  of  Cleburne  and  State  of  Alabama,  his  war- 
rant of  authority  being  herewith  brought  into  court;  that  said  decedent  was,  during 
the  late  war,  a  resident  of  the  State  of  Alabama  and  did  not  give  any  aid  or  comfort 
to  the  said  rebellion,  but  was  throughout  that  war  loyal  to  the  Government  of  the 
United  States. 

That  the  following  property  belonging  to  John  W.  McDaniel  was  taken  from  him 
by  the  United  States  Army  and  used  by  the  said  Army,  the  date,  place,  and  command 
being  Dart icularly  stated  below: 

In  Calhoim  Coimty,  in  the  State  of  Alabama,  on  or  about  the  1st  day  of  August, 
1864,  by  General  McCook's  command,  to  wit: 

1.  4  No.  1  mules,  $200 $800.00 

2.  1  No.  1  horse 200.00 

3.  4  saddles,  at  $15 60.00 

4.  200  bushels  com  and  100  sacks,  at  $2.25 450.00 

5.'1,200  bundles  of  fodder  and  oats,  at  2  cents  per  bundle 24.00 

6.  500poimd8of  bacon,  at  20  cents  per  pound 100.00 

7.  300  poimds  of  flour,  at  $7.50  per  100 22. 60 

8.  5  bushels  of  com  meal,  at  $2 10.00 

9.  1  razor 5.00 

10.  4  guns,  2  rifles,  1  double-barrel  shot  gim 80.00 

11.  1  coverlet 8.00 

12.  5  saddle  blankets,  at  $1.50 7.60 

13.  2  silver  spoons,  at  $2.50 6. 00 

(Taken  April  26, 1865,  by  Brig.  Gen.  John  T.  Croxton,  U.  S.  Army.) 

14.  1  No.  1  horse 260.00 

Total 2,022.00 

That  a  claim  for  said  property  was  pretieuted  to  the  Southern  Claims  Commission, 
the  items  of  said  claim  oeinfi;  as  heretofore  stated. 

Said  claim  was  not  allowea  by  said  tribunal,  the  ground  for  said  action  being  that 
it  was  not  considered  that  the  claimant's  loyalty  had  been  established. 

That  the  said  claim  has  been  presented  to  the  Fifty-first  Congress  and  was  by  the 
House  of  Representatives  of  the  said  Fifty-first  Congress  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
War  Claims  of  said  House,  by  which  committee  it  was,  on  the  15th  day  of  February, 
1890,  referred  to  this  court  for  a  finding  of  the  facts  in  accordance  with  section  1  of  an 
act  approved  March  3,  1883,  entitled,  **An  act  to  afford  assistance  and  relief  to  Con- 
gress and  the  Executive  Departments  in  the  investigation  of  claims  and  demands 
against  the  Government.** 

That  no  other  action  than  as  aforesaid  has  been  had  on  this  claim  in  Congress  or 
by  any  of  the  Departments;  that  the  claimant  is  the  sole  owner  of  this  claim  and 
the  only  person  interested  therein;  that  no  assignment  or  transfer  of  this  claim  or  of 
any  part  thereof  or  interest  therein  has  been  made;  that  the  claimant  is  justly  enti- 
tled to  the  amount  herein  claimed  from  the  United  States;  and  the  claimant  believes 
the  facts  as  stated  in  this  petition  to  be  tme. 

And  the  claimant  Drays  a  finding  of  the  facts  in  accordance  with  the  aforesaid  act. 

The  court,  upon  tne  evidence  and  after  considering  the  briefs  and  argument  of 
counsel  on  both  sides,  makes  the  following 

FINDING   OP  PACT. 

Thoro  was  taken  from  the  claimant's  decedent  in  Calhoun  County,  State  of  Alabama, 
by  the  military  forces  of  the  United  States  during  the  war  for  the  suppression  of  the 
rebellion,  for  the  use  of  the  Army,  property  of  the  kind  and  character  described  in 

the  petition,  which  at  the  time  ana  place  of  taking  was  reasonably  worth  the  i 

of  seven  hundred  and  ninety  ($790)  dollars. 

No  payment  appears  to  have  been  made  therefor. 

By  thk  Coukt. 

Filed  February  18,  1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  29th  day  of  November,  1907. 

[sBAL.]  John  Randolfb, 

Aiiiitanl  CUrk  Court  <^  Clabm. 
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FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  BETTTE  B.  WILLIS,  ADMIN. 
ISTBATRIX  OF  JOEL  H.  WILLIS 

Lbttbb  from  thb  assistant  glebk  of  the  Court  of  Claims  tbans- 

mimng  a  coft  of  thb  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  case  of 

Bettib  B.  Willis,  administratrix  of  Joel  H.  Willis,  deceased, 

AGAINST  The  United  States 

DscBMBBB  5,  1907. — ^Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

WdshingtoUy  December  4,  1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court,  I  transmit  herewith  a 
certified  copy  of  the  finding  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War 
Claims,  House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883, 
known  as  the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph^ 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


(Court  of  CUtms.    CongreMional,  No.  1932.    Estate  of  Joel  H.  Willis,  deceased,  v.  The  United  States.] 

ThiB  case,  being  a  claim  for  supplies  or  stores  alleged  to  have  been  taken  by  or 
famished  to  the  military  forces  of  tne  United  States  for  their  use  during  the  late  war 
for  the  suppression  of  the  rebellion,  the  court,  on  a  preliminary  inquiry,  finds  that 
Joel  H.  Wmis,  deceased,  the  person  alleged  to  have  furnished  such  supplies  or  stores, 
or  from  whom  the  same  are  alleged  to  have  been  taken,  was  loyal  to  tne  Grovemment 
d  the  United  States  throughout  said  war. 

By  thb  Coubt. 

Filed  February  19, 1906. 

IQoiift  of  aatms.    Congresflional  case  No.  1032.    Bettle  B.  Willis,  administratrix  of  Joel  H.  WUUs,  t . 

The  United  States.] 

STATEMBMT  OF  CASE. 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  for  supplies  or  stores  alleged  to  have  been 
tmken  by  or  furnished  to  the  military  forces  of  the  United  States  for  their  use  during 
the  late  war  for  the  suppression  of  tne  rebellion  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the 
Committee  on  War  Clamis  on  the  4th  day  of  March,  1887. 

On  a  preliminary  inquiry  the  court,  on  the  3d  day  of  December,  1891,  found  that 
ihe  person  alleged  to  have  furnished  the  supplies  or  stores,  or  from  whom  they  were 
•Deged  to  have  oeen  taken,  was  loyal  to  the  Government  of  the  United  States  through- 
oat  said  war. 

The  case  was  brou^t  to  a  hearing  on  its  merits  on  the  9th  day  of  April,  1907 .  Messrs. 
Geo.  A.  &  Wm.  B.  King  appeared  for  claimant^  and  the  Attorney-General,  by  P.  M. 
AAford,  esq.,  his  assistant,  and  imder  his  direction,  appeared  for  the  defense  and  pro- 
'    I  ol  the  interests  of  Uie  United  States. 


2        BETTIE    B.    WILLIS,  ADMINI8TBATRIX   OF   JOEL   H.   WILLIS. 

The  claimant  in  her  petition  makes  the  following  allegations: 

That  die  is  the  administratrix  of  Joel  H.  Willis,  deceased,  appointed  on  the  15th 
day  of  July,  1870,  by  the  chancery  court  in  and  for  the  county  of  Warren  and  State 
of  Mississippi,  her  warrant  of  authority  being  filed  in  case  No.  3186,  general  jurisdic- 
tion in  this  court;  that  said  decedent  was  during  the  late  war  a  resident  of  tne  State 
of  Mississippi,  and  did  not  give  any  aid  or  comfort  to  the  said  rebellion,  and  was  through- 
out that  war  loyal  to  the  Uovemment  of  the  United  States. 

That  the  following  property  belonging  to  Joel  H.  Willis  was  taken  from,  him  by  the 
United  States  Army  and  used  by  the  said  Army,  the  date,  place,  and  command  being 
particularly  stated  below: 

In  Warren  County,  in  the  State  of  Mississippi,  on  or  about  May  and  June,  1862,  by 
troops  under  command  of  Maj.  (Jen.  U.  S.  Grant,  to  wit: 

1.  2  blooded  mares,  at  $500  each $1,000 

2.  3  horses,  at  $200  each 600 

3.  45  mules,  at  $200  each 9, 000 

4.  260  hogs,  weighing  30,500  pounds,  at  10  cents  per  pound 3, 050 

6.  118  sheep,  at  $8 944 

6.  15,500  pounds  bacon,  at  20  cents  per  pound 3, 100 

7.  10,400  bushels  of  com,  at  $1.50  per  bushel 15, 600 

8.  1,600  gallons  molasses,  at  $1.25  per  gallon 2, 000 

9.  1,500  pounds  of  sugar,  at  17  cents  per  pound 255 

10.  65  bushels  of  salt,  at  $1  per  bushel. 65 

11 .  16  work  oxen ,  at  $50 800 

12.  10  young  steers,  3  years  old,  at  $25  each 250 

13.  73  calves  (yearlings  and  2  years  old),  at  $15 1, 095 

14.  80  bales  of  fodder,  at  $5 400 

15.  41  cows,  at  $30 1,230 

Total 39,889 

That  a  claim  for  said  property  was  presented  to  the  Southern  Claims  Commission, 
the  items  of  said  claim  being  as  heretofore  stated. 

Said  claim  was  not  allowed  by  said  tribunal,  the  ground  for  said  action  being  that  it 
was  not  considered  that  the  claimant  was  loyal. 

That  the  said  claim  has  been  presented  to  the  Forty-ninth  Congress,  and  was  by 
the  House  of  Representatives  of  the  said  Forty-ninth  Congress  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  War  Claims  of  said  House,  by  which  committee  it  was  on  the  4th  day  of 
March,  1887,  referred  to  this  Court  for  a  finding  of  the  facts  in  accordance  with  sec- 
tion one  of  an  act  approved  March  3,  1883,  entitled  '*  An  act  to  afford  assistance  and 
relief  to  Congress  and  the  Executive  Departments  in  the  investigation  of  claims  and 
demands  against  the  Government.'' 

That  no  other  action  than  as  aforesaid  has  been  had  on  this  claim  in  Congress  or  by 
any  of  the  Departments;  that  the  claimant  is  the  sole  owner  of  this  claim  and  the  only 
person  interested  therein;  that  no  assignment  or  transfer  of  this  claim,  or  of  any  part 
thereof  or  interest  therein,  has  been  made;  that  the  claimant  is  justly  entitled  to  the 
amount  herein  claimed  from  the  United  States,  after  allowing  all  lust  credits  and 
offsets;  that  the  claimant  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States.  And  the  claimant  believes 
the  facts  as  stated  in  this  petition  to  be  true. 

And  the  claimant  prays  a  finding  of  tin*  facts  in  accordance  with  the  aforesaid  act. 

The  court,  upon  tne  evidence,  and  after  considering  the  arguments  and  briefs  of 
counsel  on  both  sides,  makes  the  following 

FINDINGS   OP  PACT. 

There  was  taken  from  the  claimant's  decedent  in  Warron  County.  State  of  Miss- 
issippi, during  the  late  civil  war  by  the  military  forces  of  the  United  States  for  the 
use  of  the  Army,  property  of  the  land  and  character  above  described,  which  at  the 
time  and  place  of  taking  was  reasonably  worth  the  sum  of  six  thousand  and  forty 
dollars  ($6,040.00). 

No  payment  appears  to  have  been  made  therefor. 

By  the  Court. 

Filed  April  22,  1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  29th  day  of  November,  1907. 

[seal.]  John  Randolph, 

Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Oaims, 
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FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  SIBINI  JONES 

Letter    from    the    assistant    clerk    op  the    Court    op    Claims 
tran8mtttino  a  copy  op  the  pindings  piled  bt  the  court  in  the 
CASE  OP  SiBiNi  Jones  against  The  United  States 

DsGBMBSB  5,  1907.— Keierred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

Washirigton,  December  4t  1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court,  I  transmit  herewith  a  cer- 
tified copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  House  of  Representatives, 
under  the  act  of  March  3,  1887,  known  as  the  Tucker  Act. 
I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Olaima. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Court  of  Claims.    Congresslon&l.  No.  12280.    Slblni  JonM  v.  The  United  States.] 

statement  op  case. 

This  is  a  claim  for  property  alleged  to  have  been  taken  by  the  military  forces  of  the 
United  States  for  the  use  of  the  Army.  The  following  bill  was  referred  to  the  court 
by  the  House  of  Representatives  March  31,  1906,  imder  the  act  of  Congress  approved 
lurch  3, 1887,  known  as  the  Tucker  Act: 

"  [H.  R.  4657,  Fifty-ninth  CongreM,  first  session.] 
''  A  BILL  for  the  relief  of  Bablni  Jones. 

"Be  it  enacted  bu  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United  States  of  America 
in  Congress  assembled,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be,  and  he  is  hereby,  author- 
ised and  directed  to  pay  to  Sabini  Jones  the  sum  of  four  hundred  and  eighty-five  dollars, 
in  full  for  property  taken  by  the  Union  Army  in  April,  eighteen  hundred  and  sixty- 
five,  in  Pike  Coimty,  Georgia,  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appro- 
priated.'' 

Hie  claimant  appeared  and  filed  her  petition  herein  July  10,  1906,  in  which  she 
makes  the  following  aUegations: 

That  she  was  always  a  loyal  citizen  of  the  United  States,  and  m  1865  lived  in  Pike 
Coimty,  Ga. 

That  in  April,  1865,  the  Federal  Army,  under  the  command  of  General  Roeseau, 
came  througn  that  part  of  the  country  and  took  from  her,  for  the  use  of  the  Union 
Army — 

1  mole  and  1  horse  of  the  value  of $450 

I  100  bams  of  the  value  of 36 

■  Total 485 

far  which  no  compensation  was  ever  made  to  her. 


I 


2  suon  jojsna. 

Tbat  M  BO(m  M  die  Inew  of  the  paange  of  the  Tacker  Act  die 
in  the  Fifty-eighth  CongreaB. 

The  caae  was  broog^  to  a  heanxig  on  loyalty  end  meritf  on  Nove^ 
Spencer  Mnney  appearing  for  the  claimant,  and  the  Attotney-Geneial,  by  Gark 
McKarchflr,  hia  aamiitant.  and  under  his  direction,  appearing  lor  the  deleiiae  and  pro- 
tection ol  the  interests  of  the  United  Stales. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence  and  after  considering  the  farielB  and  aignments  of 
counsel  on  both  sides,  makes  the  following 

mmiif Gs  ov  FAov. 

I.  It  appears  from  the  evidence  that  the  claimant,  Sibini  Jones,  wae  kyyal  to  the 
Ckyvemment  of  the  United  States  throug^iout  the  late  civil  war. 

II.  niere  was  taken  from  the  claimant  in  Pike  County,  Qa.,  by  the  military  forces 
of  the  United  States,  by  proper  authority^  for  the  use  of  the  Anny,  propeHy  of  tiie 
kind  and  character  aescriDed  in  the  petition  which  was  then  and  there  roasonaMy 
worth  the  sum  of  two  h^undred  and  fifteen  dollazs  ($215.00),  no  part  ol  whidi  appean 
to  have  been  paid. 

m.  The  daim  herein  was  never  presented  to  any  department  ol  the  Qovemment 
prior  to  its  presentation  to  Congress  and  xelerenoe  to  this  court  under  tfaeprovisums 
ol  the  Tuck^  Act  as  hereinbefore  stated,  and  no  reason  is  given  why  the  bar  of  any 
statute  of  limitation  diould  be  removed  or  which  diaU  be  claimed  to  excuse  the  daim- 
ant  for  not  having  resorted  to  any  establidied  legal  remedy. 

Bt  tbm  Coma. 

IHed  November  U,  1907. 

A  true  copy. 

TM  this  2d  day  of  December,  A.  D.  1907. 

[SSAIi.]      .  JOBX  BAlTDOm, 


^^IswST"}  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  {  ^^^^9^^ 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  W.  J.  GAFFOBD,  ADMINIS- 
TBATOB  OF  A.  P.  GAFFOBD 

Lbttbb  fbom   thb    assistant   clerk    of   thb    Court    of   Claims 
transmrmno  a  coft  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the 

CABB  OF  W.  J.  GaFFORD,  ADMINISTRATOR  OF  ESTATE  OF  A.  P.  GaFFORD, 
DECEASED,  AGAINST  ThE  UnTTED  StATES 

DscxMBSB  5,  1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed 


Court  op  Claims,  Clerk's  Opficb, 

Washington^  December  4, 1907. 
Sm:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court,  I  transmit  herewith  a  cer- 
tified copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Conunittee  on  Claims 
and  by  resolutionof  the  House  of  Representatives,  imder  the  act  of 
March  3, 1887,  known  as  the  Tucker  Act. 
I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Clmms. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  {he  House  of  Representatives. 


I 


(Ooort  of  CUisii.    Congresalonal,  No.  12224.    W.  J.  Oaflord,  admlnlBtrator  of  estate  of  A.  P. 
Qafford,  deceased,  v.  The  United  States.] 

STATEMENT  OF  CASE. 

Tlie  following  bill  was  referred  to  the  Court  of  Claims  by  order  of  the  Committee  on 
Claimis,  House  of  Representatives,  in  the  Fifty-ninth  Congress,  first  session,  under 
an  act  of  Congress  approved  March  3,  1887,  known  as  the  Tucker  Act: 

"[H.  R.  12224,  Fifty-ninth  Congress,  first  session.] 

"A  filLL  For  the  relief  of  the  estate  of  A.  P.  Oaflord,  deceased. 

'^Be  if  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United  States  of  America 
m  Congress  assembled^  That  the  Secretary  of  tne  Treasury  be,  and  he  is  hereby,  author- 
ized and  directed  to  ^y,  out  of  any  money  in  the  TreasuSry  not  otherwise  appropriated, 
to  the  estate  of  A.  r.  Gafford,  deceased,  one  thousand  three  hundred  and  eighty 
dollars  (|1,380.00),  for  property  taken  and  used  by  the  Union  troops  imder  command 
at  Genend  Grierson,  in  the  year  eighteen  hundred  and  sixty-five. 

W.  J.  €rafford  was  appointed  administrator  of  the  estate  and  substituted  as  claimant, 
and  filed  his  petition  herein  June  20, 1906,  in  which  he  makes  the  following  allegations: 

That  his  decedent,  A.  P.  Gafford,  during  the  civil  war  lived  at  or  near  Greenville, 
Ala.,  and  was  always  a  loval  citizen  of  the  United  States. 

That  in  the  year  1865  the  Federal  Army,  imder  General  Grierson 's  command,  came 
throu;^  that  part  of  Uie  country  and  took  from  the  said  A.  P.  Gafford,  for  the  use  of  the 
Unicm  Army,  the  following  property,  to  wit: 

4  head  of  horses  and  mules,  at  $150  each $600 

600  bushels  com,  at  $1  bushel 600 

SO  head  of  hogs,  at  $5  head 150 

(Oddckens 60 

Total 1,380 


9  .  LiniHKB  8.  BBTAH!C. 

a.  That  doriiiff  mM  period  he  was  allowed  and  paid  cnij  Hm  pay  and  aSoir- 
aiieea  of  a  second  lieutenant,  although  he  was  in  the  continuons  pexfonnanoe  of 
the  duties  of  first  lieutenant  in  command  of  his  company. 

Upon  the  reports  famished  by  the  War  and  Treasury  DQMurtmenti  and  upon 
other  evidence  and  upon  briefto  and  argoments  of  ooonsel  the  coort  makss  tbm 
following 

FiNDnres  or  fact. 

1.  Luther  8.  Bryant*  the  claimant  in  this  case^  is  a  dtiaen  of  Hio  UMted 
States  and  resident  in  the  county  of  Franklin,  in  the  State  of  New  YorlE. 

2.  On  June  10,  1804,  the  said  Luther  S.  Bryant  was  seccmd  lieutenant  of 
Ctompany  0,  One  hundred  and  eighteenth  Begiment  New  York  Volunteer  Infm- 
try.  On  that  date  and  until  he  was  mustered  into  the  service^  to  wit»  on  Octo- 
ber Ifi^  ISOi,  the  same  was  and  continued  to  l>e  below  the  minimum  number  pre- 
sci^lbed  by  General  Order  No.  182  of  the  War  Department  of  June  90^  IfiO, 
earying  into  effect  section  20  of  the  act  of  Congress  aroroved  Marcb  8»  188S 
(12  Stat  L.,  p.  784). 

The  first  lieutenant  of  said  Ck)mpany  C,  One  hundred  and  eii^teentli  Begi- 
ment New  York  Volunteer  Inftuitry,  b^ng  then  and  thereafter  out  of  serrlee 
in  said  grade,  the  duties  of  first  lieutenant  devolved  upon  this 'claimant,  who 
then  and  thereafter  assumed  and  performed  all  the  duties  of  first  lieutenant 
of  said  Ck)mpany  0,  One  hundred  and  eighteenth  Begiment  New  Yoric  Volunteer 
Infantry,  untU  October  16, 1804. 

The  governor  of  the  State  of  New  York  also  issued  to  tliis  claimant  a  oom- 
mission  as  first  lieutenant.  Company  C,  One  hundred  and  eighteenth  Begiment 
New  York  Volunteer  Infantry. 

.  8.  On  the  said  June  10,  1804,  tibe  mustering  ofllcer  then  and  thereafter  re- 
fused to  muster  this  claimant  as  first  lieutenant  of  said  Company  O,  One  hun- 
dred and  eighteenth  Begiment  New  York  Volunteer  Infant^,  soldy  because 
his  command  was  below  its  minimum  strength,  as  afbresaid,  althoui^  he  con- 
tinued to  perform  the  duties  of  first  lieutenant  until  he  was  mustered  into 
the  service  as  such  October  15, 1804. 

.  4.  If  the  said  Luther  8.  Bryant  ahauld  be  deemed  first  lieutenant  of  Com- 
pany C  One  hundred  and  eighteenth  Begiment  New  York  Volunteer  Infantiyi 
and  entitled  to  the  pay  of  that  grade,  the  difterence  between  his  pay  and  allow- 
ances as  a  second  lieutenant,  which  he  has  received,  and  that  of  a  first  lienten- 
ani  to  which  he  would  have  been  entitled  had  he  been  mustered  for  the  period 
from  June  10, 1804,  to  October  14, 1804,  would  amount  to  forty-five  dollars  and 
thirty-one  cents  ($46.81),  as  reported  by  the  Auditor  of  the  War  Department 
tn^in^tng  short  paymenti  aggregating  $25.47. 

6.  Income  tax,  if  to  be  deducted,  would  amount  to  (DM,  leaving  fbrty-fbur 
dollars  and  thirty-eight  cents  ($44^). 

Bt  the  Cour. 

FUed  AprU  1,  1907. 

A  true  copy  of  the  findings  of  fact  as  filed  by  the  court 

Test  this  2d  day  of  April,  1907. 

[SEAL.]  John  Randolth, 

Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  OMtns. 


dOTHCoNGBBfiS, )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  J  Document 
M  Session,      f  (    No.  241. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  JOSEPH  M.  CLARK. 


LETTEB  FBOX  THE  ASSISTANT  OLEBX  OF  THE  COTTBT  OF  CLAIMS 
TBANSMITTINO  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  COTTBT 
IN  THE  CASE  OF  JOSEPH  M.  CLABX  AGAINST  THE  UNITED 
STATES. 


Dbcembeb  9,  1007. — ^Beferred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to 

be  printed. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Opticb, 

Washington^  December  4?  J907. 
Sir  :  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court,  I  transmit  herewith  a  cer- 
tified copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
whidi  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War 
Claims,  House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883, 
known  as  the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Eandolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Court  of  Claima.    Congreesloiiml,  No.  12169-83.    Joseph  H.  CUrk  «.  The  United  Statei.1 

STATEMENT     OF     CASE. 

The  dalm  in  the  above-entitled  case  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the 
Committee  on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the  14th  day 
of  May,  1902.  The  case  was  brought  to  a  hearing  on  its  merits  on  the  1st  day 
of  April,  1907. 

Messrs.  Pennebaker  and  Jones  appeared  for  the  claimant,  and  the  Attorney- 
General,  by  James  A.  Tanner,  esq.,  his  assistant  and  under  his  direction, 
appeared  for  the  defense  and  the  protection  of  the  interests  of  the  United 
States. 

The  claimant  in  his  petition  makes  substantially  the  following  allegations: 

1.  That  he  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  and  resident  in  the  county  of 
San  Jose,  in  the  State  of  California. 

2.  That  be,  being  the  first  sergeant  of  Company  I,  Thirty-third  Regiment  of 
Iowa  Volanteer  Infantry,  was  duly  appointed  or  commissioned  by  the  governor 
of  the  State  of  Iowa  as  first  lieutenant  thereof  on  July  27,  1863 ;  and  that  from 
and  after  said  date  he  assumed  and  performed  all  the  duties  of  his  said  grade 
antU  NOTember  2,  1863,  when  he  was  mustered  in  as  such ;  said  regiment  was 
eontlniioiisly  below  the  minimum  number  prescribed  by  law  and  regulation, 
tad  for  tbls  reason,  and  no  other,  he  was  refused  muster  and  recognition  in 
tttt  gnids  of  first  lientenant  during  said  period. 


2  JOSEPH   M.   CLABK. 

3.  That  during  said  period  he  was  allowed  and  paid  only  the  pay  and  allow- 
ances of  a  first  sergeant,  although  he  was  in  the  continooos  performance  of 
the  duties  of  first  lieutenant 

Upon  the  reports  furnished  by  the  War  and  Treasury  Departments  and  upon 
other  evidence  and  upon  briefs  and  arguments  of  counsel  title  court  makes  the 
following 

FINDINGS    OP    FACT. 

1.  Joseph  M.  Clark,  the  claimant  in  this  case,  is  a  citizen  of  the  United 
States  and  resident  In  the  county  of  San  Jose,  in  the  State  of  California. 

2.  On  July  27,  1863,  the  said  Joseph  M.  Clark  was  first  sergeant  of  Company 
I,  Thirty-third  Regiment  Iowa  Volunteer  Infantry.  On  that  ^te  and  until 
he  was  mustered  Into  the  service,  to  wit,  on  November  2,  1863,  the  same  was 
and  continued  to  be  below  the  minimum  number  prescribed  by  General  Order 
No.  182  of  the  War  Department  of  June  20,  1863,  carrying  into  effect  section 
20  of  the  act  of  Congress  approved  March  8,  1863  (12  Stat.  L.,  734.) 

The  first  lieutenant  of  said  Company  I,  Thirty-third  Regiment  Iowa  Volun- 
teer Infantry,  being  then  and  thereafter  out  of  service  in  said  grade,  the  duties 
of  first  lieutenant  devolved  upon  this  claimant,  who  then  and  thereafter 
assumed  and  performed  all  the  duties  of  First  Lieutenant  of  said  Company  I, 
Thirty-third  Regiment  Iowa  Volunteer  Infantry,  until  November  2,  1863. 

The  governor  of  the  State  of  Iowa  also  Issued  to  this  claimant  a  commission 
as  first  lieutenant,  Company  I,  Thirty-third  Regiment  Iowa  Volunteer  Infantry. 

3.  On  the  said  July  27, 1863,  the  mustering  officer  then  and  thereafter  refused 
to  muster  this  claimant  as  first  lieutenant  of  said  Company  I,  Thirty-third 
Regiment  Iowa  Volunteer  Infantry,  solely  because  his  command  was  below  its 
minimum  strength,  as  aforesaid,  although  he  continued  to  perform  the  duties 
of  first  lieutenant  until  he  was  mustered  into  the  service  as  such  November  2, 
1863. 

4.  If  the  said  Joseph  M.  Clark  should  be  deemed  first  lieutenant  of  Company 
I,  Thirty-third  Rej?lment  Iowa  Volunteer  Infantry,  and  oitltled  to  the  pay  of 
that  grade,  the  difference  between  his  pay  and  allowances  as  a  first  sergeant, 
which  he  has  received,  and  that  of  a  first  lieutenant  without  servant,  to  which 
he  would  have  been  entitled  had  he  been  mustered  for  the  period  from  July  27, 
1863,  to  October  31,  1863,  would  amount  to  $184.12  (one  hundred  and  eighty- 
four  dollars  and  twelve  cents),  as  reported  by  the  Auditor  for  the  War 
Department. 

By  the  Court. 
Filed  ApHl  1,  1907. 

A  true  copy  of  the  findings  of  fact  as  filed  by  the  court. 
Test  this  2d  day  of  April,  1907. 

[SEAL.] 


L 


eOTH  Congress,  )   HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  J  Document 
l9t  Session,      f  I    No.  242. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE   OF  ANNIS  M.  DANA,  WIDOW  OF 
NEWELL  B.  DANA. 


X2TTBB  7B0X  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  COUItT  OF  CLAIMS 
TBAH81QTTIKG  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  COUBT 
IS  THE  CASE  OF  ANNIS  X.  DANA,  WIDOW  OF  NEWELL  B.  DANA, 
DECEASED,  AGAINST  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


DiCEMBSB  d,  1907. — ^Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to 

be  printed. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

Washington^  December  4, 1907 
Sm:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court,  I  transmit  herewith  a  cer- 
tified copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War 
Claims,  House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883, 
known  as  the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Eandolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


fCoart  of  Claims.     CongreBSional,  No.  12169-41.     Annis  M.  Dana,  widow  of  Newell  B. 
Dana,  deceased,  v.  The  United  States.] 

STATEMENT    OF    CASE. 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the 
Committee  on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the  14th  day  of 
May,  1902.  The  case  was  brought  to  a  hearing  on  its  merits  on  the  1st  day  of 
April,  1907. 

Messrs.  Pennebaker  and  Jones  appeared  for  the  claimant  and  the  Attorney- 
General^  by  James  A.  Tanner,  esq.,  his  assistant,  and  under  his  direction, 
appeared  for  the  defense  and  the  protection  of  the  interests  of  the  United 
States. 

The  claimant  in  her  petition  makes  substantially  the  following  allegations : 

1.  That  she  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  and  resident  of  the  county  of 
Washington,  in  the  State  of  Iowa,  and  is  the  widow  of  Newell  B.  Dana,  deceased. 

2.  That  said  Newell  B.  Dana,  being  the  first  sergeant  of  Company  F,  Fourth 
Regiment  of  Iowa  Volunteer  Cavalry,  was  duly  appointed  or  commissioned 
hy  the  governor  of  the  State  of  Iowa  as  captain  thereof  on  February  2,  1864 : 
and  that  from  and  after  February  4, 1864,  the  said  Newell  B.  Dana  assunied  uud 
perfomied  all  the  duties  of  his  said  grade  until  April  29,  1864,  when  he  was 
mositenCL  in  aa  such;  said  regiment  was  continuously  below  the  minimum  num- 


2  AinriB  U.  DAHTA. 

ber  preicribed  by  law  and  regalattoOt  aM  tar  thUi  reaaon  and  bo  otlier  aald 
Nawell  B.  Dana  was  refnaed  muater.and  raooffnltkm  In  ttie  grade  of  captain 
daring  said  period. 

8.  That  during  said  period  tbe  eald  Neweil  B.  Dana  waa  allowed  and  paid 
only  the  pay  and  allowancea  of  a  drat  aergeant^  altfaongli  lie  was  In  the  con- 
ttnnons  performance  of  the  dntlea  of  captain* 

Upon  the  reports  famished  by  tibe  War  and  Tteasoxy  Departments  and  upon 
other  evidence  and  upon  briefs  and  argamenta  of  eoonsel  the  coort  makes  the 
following 

mrnzHoa  or  faos. 

1.  Annls  M.  Dana,  the  dalmant  of  this  caae^  la  a  dtlaen  of  the  United  States 
and  resident  of  the  county  of  Washington,  In  the  State  of  Iowa. 

2.  On  F^roary  4,  1884|  NeweU  B.  Dana  waa  flrat  sergeant  of  Ckunpany  F, 
Fourth  Beglment  of  Iowa  Volunteer  Gavalry.  On  that  date  and  ontU  he  was 
mustered  Into  the  service^  to  wit,  on  April  20, 1884»  tbe  ssme  was  and  omtlnued 
to  be  below  the  mlnhnum  number  prescribed  by  General  Order  No.  182  of  the 
War  Department,  of  June  20,  1808,  carrying  Into  effect  aeetloa  SO  of  ttie  act 
of  Congress  approved  ICarch  8, 1808.    (12  Stat  Li,  p.  784.) 

The  captain  of  said  Ck>mpany  F,  Fourth  Beglment  Iowa  Volunteer  Cavalry, 
being  then  and  thereafter  out  of  service  hi  said  grades  the  duties  of  captain 
devolved  upon  said  Newell  B.  Dana,  who  then  and  theapeaftar  aasumed  and 
performed  all  the  duties  of  captain  of  said  Company  F»  BVmrOi  Beglment  Iowa 
Volunteer  Cavalry,  until  April  29, 1884. 

The  governor  of  the  State  of  Iowa  also  lasaed  to  said  Newell  B.  Dana  a 
conmilsslon  as  captain.  Company  F,  Fourth  Beglment  of  Iowa  Volunteer 
Cavalry. 

8.  On  the  said  February  4,  1884,  the  mustering  ollloer  then  and  thereafter 
refuaed  to  muster  the  said  Newell  B.  Dana  as  captain  of  said  Company  F. 
Fourth  Beglment  of  Iowa  Volunteer  Cavalry,  solely  because  his  command  was 
below  Its  minimum  strength,  as  aforesaid,  although  he  continued  to  pertorm 
the  duties  of  captain  until  he  was  mustered  tato  the  servlee  as  such  April  28^ 
1884. 

4.  If  the  said  Newell  B.  Dana  should  be  deemed  captain  of  Company  F, 
Fourth  Beglment  of  Iowa  Volunteer  Cavalry,  and  entitled  to  the  pay  of  that 
grade,  the  difference  between  his  pay  and  allowances  as  a  first  sergeant,  which 
he  has  received,  and  that  of  a  captain,  to  which  he  would  have  been  entitled 
had  he  been  mustered  from  the  period  from  February  4,  1864,  to  April  20,  li^ 
would  amount  to  $242.00  (two  hundred  and  forty-two  dollars),  as  reported  by 
the  Auditor  for  the  War  Department 

Bt  the  Coubt. 

FUed  April  1,  1007. 

A  true  copy  of  the  findings  of  fact  as  filed  by  the  court 

O^st  this  2d  day  of  April,  1907. 

[SEAL.]  John  Bandolph, 

Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Cla4mi. 


60th  Congress,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  (  Document 
Ist  Session,      f  "j    No.  248. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  E.  W.  AND  E.  H.  HUBBELL, 
EXECUTORS  OF  JAMES  E.  HUBBELL. 


UrrTEB  FBOX  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  COUBT  OF  CLAIMS 
TRATTOMTTTING  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  COXnEtT 
IV  THE  CASE  OF  E.  W.  HUBBELL  AND  B^  H.  HUBBELL,  EXECXTTOBS 
OF  JAKES  B.  HUBBELL,  DECEASED,  AGAINST  THE  UNITED 
8TATB& 


Dbcbmbeb  9^  1907.— Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to 

be  printed. 


Court  op  Claims,  Clerk'8  Opticb, 

Washington^  December  4?  1907. 
Snt:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court,  I  transmit  herewith  a  cer- 
tified copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War 
Oaims,  House  of  Represenatives,  under  the  act  of  March  8,  1883| 
known  as  the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Eandolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


r Court  of  Claims.     Congressional,  No.   12169-78.     B.  W.  Hubbell  and  R.   H.   Habbellt 
ezecuton  of  James  E.  Hubbell,  deceased,  v.  The  United  States.] 

STATEMENT  OF  CASE. 

The  claim  In  the  above-entitled  case  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the 
Committee  on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the  14th  day  of 
May,  1902.  The  case  was  brought  to  a  hearing  on  its  merits  on  the  1st  day  of 
Aprtl,  1907. 

Messrs.  Pennebaker  and  Jones  appeared  for  the  claimant,  and  the  Attomey- 
Geieral,  by  James  A.  Tanner,  esq.,  his  assistant  and  under  his  direction,  ap> 
peared  for  the  defense  and  the  protection  of  the  interests  of  the  United  States. 

The  claimants  in  their  petition  make  substantially  the  following  allegations : 

1,  That  they  are  citizens  of  the  United  States  and  residents  of  the  county  of 
Fairfield,  in  the  State  of  (Connecticut,  and  are  the  executors  of  James  E.  Hub- 
bell»  deceased. 

2.  That  said  James  E.  Hubbell,  being  the  first  sergeant  of  CJompany  B,  Seven- 
teenth Raiment  of  Connecticut  Volunteer  Infantry,  was  duly  appointed  or  com- 
misBloned  by  the  governor  of  the  State  of  Connecticut  as  second  lieutenant 
Hiereof  on  June  24,  18G3,  and  that  from  and  after  said  date  the  said  James  SX 
Hobbtfl  amuned  and  performed  all  the  duties  of  his  said  grade  until  September 


2  E.   W.  AND  B.   H.   HVBBELL,  EXEGXJT0B8L 

1,  1868,  when  he  was  mustered  in  as  such;  said  regiment  was  continuously 
below  the  minimum  number  prescribed  by  law  and  regulations,  and  for  this 
reason,  and  no  other,  said  James  E.  Hubbell  was  refused  muster  and  recognition 
in  the  grade  of  second  lieutenant  during  said  period. 

3.  That  during  said  period  the  said  James  E.  Hubbell  was  allowed  and  paid 
only  the  pay  and  allowances  of  a  first  sergeant,  although  he  was  in  the  con- 
tinuous performance  of  the  duties  of  second  lieutenant. 

Upon  the  reports  furnished  by  the  War  and  Treasury  Departments  and  upon 
other  evidence  and  upon  briefs  and  arguments  of  counsel  Uie  court  makes  the 
following 

FINDINGS  OP  PACT. 

1.  E.  W.  Hubbell  and  R.  H.  Hubbell,  the  claimants  of  this  case,  are  citizens 
of  the  United  States  and  residents  of  the  county  of  Fairfield,  in  the  State  of 
CJonnecticut. 

2.  On  June  24,  1863,  James  E.  Hubbell  was  first  sergeant  of  Ck>mpany  E, 
Seventeenth  Regiment  of  Connecticut  Volunteer  Infantry.  On  that  date  and 
until  he  was  mustered  into  the  service,  to  wit,  on  September  1,  1863,  the  same 
was  and  continued  to  be  below  the  minimum  number  prescribed  by  General 
Order,  No.  182,  of  the  War  Department  of  June  20,  1863,  carrying  Into  effect 
section  20  of  the  act  of  Congress  approved  March  3, 1863  (12  Stat  L.,  p.  734). 

The  second  lieutenant  of  said  Company  E,  Seventeenth  Regiment  Connecticut 
Volunteer  Infantry,  being  then  and  thereafter  out  of  service  in  said  grade,  the 
duties  of  secod  lieutenant  devolved  upon  said  James  E.  Hubbell,  who  then  and 
thereafter  assumed  and  performed  all  the  duties  of  second  lieutenant  of  said 
Company  E,  Seventeenth  Regiment  Connecticut  Volunteer  Infantry. 

The  governor  of  the  State  of  Connecticut  also  issued  to  said  James  E.  Hub- 
bell a  commission  as  second  lieutenant  Company  E^,  Seventeenth  Regiment  of 
Connecticut  Volunteer  Infantry. 

3.  On  the  said  June  24,  1863,  the  mustering  ofllcer  then  and  thereafter  re- 
fused to  muster  the  said  James  E.  Hubbell  as  second  lieutenant  of  said  Com- 
pany E,  Seventeenth  Regiment  of  Connecticut  Volunteer  Infantry,  solely 
because  his  command  was  below  its  minimum  strength,  as  aforesaid,  although 
he  continued  to  perform  the  duties  of  second  lieutenant  until  he  was  mustered 
into  the  service  as  such,  September  1,  1863. 

4.  If  the  said  James  E.  Hubbell  should  be  deemed  second  lieutoiant  of 
Company  E,  Seventeenth  Regiment  of  Connecticut  Volunteer  Infantry,  and 
entitled  to  the  pay  of  that  grade,  the  difference  between  his  pay  and  allowances 
as  a  first  sergeant,  which  he  has  received,  and  that  of  a  second  lieutenant,  to 
which  he  would  have  been  entitled  had  he  been  mustered  from  the  period  from 
June  24,  1863,  to  August  31,  1863,  would  amount  to  $109.27  (one  hundred  and 
nine  dollars  and  twenty-seven  cents),  as  reiwrted  by  the  Auditor  for  the  War 
Department. 

By  the  Coubt. 
Filed  April  1,  1007. 

A  true  copy  of  the  findings  of  fact  as  filed  by  the  court. 

Test  this  2d  day  of  April,  1907. 

[SEAL.]  John  Randolph. 

A8si,stant  Clerk  Court  of  ClaimM. 

o 


60th  Congress,  J  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  J  Document 
M  Session,      f   .  (    No.  244. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  JOHN  HUGHES. 


XSTTSB  7B0X  THE  ASSISTANT  CLERK  OF  THE  COTJItT  OF  CLAIMS 
TKAHSIOTTING  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  COURT 
nr  THE  CASE  OF  JOHN  HUGHES  AGAINST  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


9,  1907« — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to 
be  printed. 


Court  op  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

Washington^  December  ^,  1907. 
Sir  :  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court,  I  transmit  herewith  a  cer- 
tified copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War 
Claims,  House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883, 
known  as  the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Court  of  Claims.     Congressional,  No.  12169-78.     John  Hughes  v.  The  United  States.] 

STATEMENT  OF   CASE. 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the 
Committee  on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the  14th  day  of 
May.  1902.  The  case  was  brought  to  a  hearing  on  its  merits  on  the  Ist  day  of 
April.  1907. 

Messrs.  Pennebaker  and  Jones  appeared  for  the  claimant,  and  the  Attorney- 
General,  by  James  A.  Tanner,  esq.,  his  assistant  and  under  his  direction, 
appeared  for  the  defense  and  the  protection  of  the  interests  of  the  United 
States. 

The  claimant  in  his  petition  makes  substantially  the  following  allegations: 

1.  That  he  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  and  resident  in  the  county  of 
Shelby,  in  the  State  of  Tennessee. 

2.  That  he,  being  the  captain  of  Company  A,  Twenty-second  Regiment  of 
Koitucky  Volunteer  Infantry,  was  duly  appointed  or  commissioned  by  the 
gOTemor  of  the  State  of  Kentucky  as  major  thereof  on  October  15,  1863,  and 
that  from  and  after  said  date  he  assumed  and  performed  all  the  duties  of  his 
said  grade  until  February  24,  1864,  when  he  was  mustered  in  as  such:  said 
regim^it  was  continuously  below  the  minimum  number  prescribed  by  law  and 
regulation,  and  for  this  reason,  and  no  other,  he  was  refused  muster  and  recog- 
nitUm  In  the  grade  of  during  said  period. 


s 


JOHH   HTTGHES. 


^  That  rtuHng  caJd  period  he  was  allowed  and  paid  xmlf  the  pay  and  allow- 
ances of  a  captalu,  altliougli  he  was  in  tbe  condDiioue  perfonnaacQ  of  the  duties 
of  major. 

tJiKJu  the  reports  fumishtd  by  tlie  War  and  Treasury  Departmenta  and  npon 
othf^r  evidence  and  upon  briefs  and  argnmenta  of  counsel  the  court  nmk^  the 
foliawing 

FINDICfOS    Of   f  ACT, 

1*  John  n«irl>es,  the  claluiaut  In  this  case,  let  a  citizen  of  the  United 
jBtatpa  and  re&sident  in  the  county  of  Shelb>\  In  tiie  State  of  Tennessee. 

2,  On  October  15,  18C3,  ttie  said  John  Hughes  was  captfltn  of  Coioimny  A, 
Tweuty-set'onci  Keginaent  Kentucky  VoJuuteer  Infantry,  On  that  date  and 
until  he  was  niiietered  into  tlie  service — to  wit,  on  February  25,  1S04— the  same 
WRS  ami  ci*t> tinned  to  be  below  the  mlnimuin  number  prescrlbeil  by  Gent*ral 
Order,  Xo.  182  of  the  War  Department  of  June  20,  1863,  carrying  into  effect 
eeetkm  20  of  the  act  of  Congress  approved  March  3,  1863  (12  Stat.  L*,  p.  734  >. 

The  major  of  fald  Twenty-second  Ecgiment  Kentucky  Volunteer  Infantry 
beinjf  then  and  thereafter  out  of  service  In  said  grade,  the  dntles  of  niiijor 
devolved  upon  this  claimant,  who  then  and  thereafter  assumed  and  perforiuetl 
all  the  dntfes  of  major  of  said  company  Twenty-second  Regiment  Kentuclcy 
Yolunteer  Infantry*      „,  ,      ,  ^     ,     , 

The  governor  of  tbe  State  of  Kentuclcy  also  issued  to  tbls  claimant  a  r  rrsmi*^ 
8lou  as  major  Twenty-second  Regiment  Kentucky  Volunteer  Infantry. 

a  On  the  said  October  15^  lSfi3,  the  mustering  officer  then  and  ther^fter 
refused  to  tQuster  thl^  claimant  as  major  of  said  Twenty-second  Regiment 
Keutucty  Volunteer  Infantry  solely  because  bis  command  was  below  Its  mini- 
mum strenstlit  as  aforesaid,  although  he  continued  to  perform  the  duties  of 
major  until  he  was  mustered  Into  the  service  as  such  February  I5t  1864. 

i.  If  the  eald  John  Hughes  should  be  deemed  major  of  T^^eutysetwjd  Regl- 
Djetit  Kentucky  Volunteer  Infantryi  atid  entitled  to  the  pay  of  tbnt  grade,  the 
diirerence  between  his  pay  and  allowances  as  a  captain,  which  he  has  receh^ed, 
nnd  that  of  a  maJor»  to  which  he  would  have  been  entitled  had  he  been  mustered 
for  the  period  from  October  16,  1863,  to  February  14,  1SG4,  would  amount  to 
44v1.aS  (forty-three  dollars  and  thirty-three  cents),  aa  reported  by  tlie  Auditor 
for  the  War  Department 

.,  .  .«/^  By  THi  Coinrr. 

Ftied  April  3,  1907. 

A  true  copy  of  the  findings  of  fact  as  filed  by  the  court 
Xest  this  2d  day  of  April,  lfi07* 
faXAL,]  JOFTN    R^NtiorPFi,  , 

A89i8tamt  Olerk  Oowrt  of  CMmu 


J 


COra  CJONGBBSS,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  J  Document 
M  Session.     [  j    No.  245. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  WILLIAM  B.  KIMBALL. 


UBTTEB  FBOX  THE  ASSIST^INT  CLERK  OF  THE  COUBT  OF  CLAIMS 
TRANSMITTING  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  COURT 
IN  THE  CASE  OF  WILLIAM  B.  KIMBALL  AGAINST  THE  UNITED 
STATES. 


Dbcembkb  9,  1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to 

be  printed. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

Washington^  December  ^,  1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court,  I  transmit  herewith  a  cer- 
tified copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  couit  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War 
Claims,  House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883, 
known  as  the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


rCoort  of  Claims.     Congressional,   No.  12169-96.     William  B.  Kimball  v.  The  United 

States.] 

STATEMENT  OF   CASE. 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the 
Committee  on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the  14th  day  of 
May,  1902.  The  case  was  brought  to  a  hearing  on  its  merits  on  the  1st  day 
of  April,  1907. 

Messrs.  Pennebaker  and  Jones  appeared  for  the  claimant,  and  the  Attorney- 
General,  by  James  A.  Tanner,  es(i.,  his  assistant  and  under  his  direction, 
appeared  for  the  defense  and  the  protection  of  the  interests  of  the  United 
States. 

The  claimant  in  his  petition  maizes  substantially  the  following  allega- 
tions: 

1.  That  he  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  and  resident  of  the  county  of 
Hampshire,  in  the  State  of  Massachusetts. 

2.  That  he,  being  the  first  lieutenant  of  Company  F,  Thirteenth  Regiment 
of  Massachusetts  Volunteer  Infantry,  was  duly  appointed  or  commissioned  by 
the  governor  of  the  State  of  Massachusetts  as  captain  thereof  on  October  4, 1863, 
and  that  from  and  after  said  date  he  assumed  and  performed  all  the  duties 
•(  Ilia  MLid  grade  until  December  8,  1863,  when  he  was  mustered  in  as  captain ; 


2  WILLIAM   B.    KIMBALL. 

said  regiment  was  continuously  below  the  minimun  number  prescribed  by  law 
and  regulation,  and  for  this  reason,  and  no  other,  he  was  refused  master  and 
recognition  in  the  grade  of  captain  during  said  period. 

3.  That  during  said  period  he  was  allowed  and  paid  only  the  pay  and  allow- 
ances of  a  first  lieutenant,  although  he  was  in  the  continuous  performance  of 
the  duties  of  captain. 

Upon  the  reports  furnished  by  the  War  and  Treasury  Departments,  and 
upon  other  evidence  and  upon  briefs  and  arguments  of  counsel,  the  court 
makes  the  following 

FINDINGS  OF  FACT. 

1.  William  B.  Kimball,  the  claimant  in  this  case,  is  a  citizen  of  the  United 
States  and  resident  in  the  county  of  Hampshire,  in  the  State  of  Massachusetts. 

2.  On  October  4.  1S63.  the  said  William  B.  Kimball  was  first  lieutenant  of 
Company  F,  Thirteenth  Regiment  Massachusetts  Volunteer  Infantry.  On  that 
date  and  until  he  was  mustered  into  the  service,  to  wit,  on  December  8,  1863,  the 
same  was  and  continued  to  be  below  the  minimum  number  prescribed  by  General 
Order  No.  182  of  the  War  Department  of  June  20,  1863,  carrying  into  effect 
section  20  of  the  act  of  Congress  approved  March  3,  1863  (12  Stat  L.,  p.  734). 

The  captain  of  said  Company  F,  Thirteenth  Regiment  Massachusetts  Volun- 
teer Infantry,  being  then  and  thereafter  out  of  service  in  said  grade,  the  duties 
of  captain  devolved  upon  this  claimant,  who  then  and  thereafter  assumed  and 
performed  all  the  duties  of  captain  of  said  Company  F,  Thirteenth  Regiment 
Massachusetts  Volunteer  Infantry. 

The  governor  of  the  State  of  Massachusetts  also  issued  to  this  claimant  a 
commission  as  captain  Company  F,  Thirteenth  Regiment  Massachusetts  Volun- 
teer Infantry. 

3.  On  the  said  October  4,  1863,  the  mustering  officer  then  and  thereafter  re- 
fused to  muster  this  claimant  as  captain  of  said  Company  F,  Thirteenth  Regi- 
ment Massachusetts  Volunteer  Infantry,  solely  because  his  command  was  be- 
low Its  minimum  strength,  as  aforesaid,  although  he  continued  to  perform  the 
duties  of  captain  until  he  was  mustered  into  the  service  as  such,  December  8, 
1863. 

4.  If  the  said  William  B.  Kimball  should  be  deemed  captain  of  Company  F, 
Thirteenth  Regiment  Massachusetts  Volunteer  Infantry,  and  entitled  to  the  pay 
of  that  grade,  the  difference  between  his  pay  and  allowances  as  a  first  lieu- 
tenant, which  he  has  received,  and  that  of  a  captain,  to  which  he  would  have 
been  entitled  had  he  been  mustered  for  the  period  from  October  4,  1863,  to 
December  8,  1863,  would  amount  to  $21.84  (twenty-one  dollars  and  elghty-foar 
cents),  as  reported  by  the  Auditor  for  the  War  Department,  including  a  deduc^ 
tlon  of  17  cents  for  Income  tax  on  remuster. 

By    THE    COUBT. 

Filed  April  1,  1007. 

A  true  copy  of  the  findings  of  fact  as  filed  by  the  court. 

Test  this  2d  day  of  April,  1907. 

[SEAL.]  John  Randolph, 

Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  ClaimM. 


tfOiHCoNORESS, )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  (Document 
IstSewion.      J  (    No.  246. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  JACOB  B.  LORING. 


I.ETTEB  FBOX  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  COURT  OF  CLAIXB 
TRAHSMITTIKG  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  COXnEtT 
nr  THE  CASE  OF  JACOB  B.  LOBING  AGAINST  THE  UNITED 
STATES. 


Dbckmbu  d»  1907.— Referred  to  the  Couiniittce  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to 

be  printed. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

Washington^  December  4j  Jt907. 
Sm:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court,  I  transmit  herewith  a 
certified  copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid 
cause,  whicn  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on 
War  Claims,  House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3, 
1883,  known  as  the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims, 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Coart   of    Claims.      Congressional,    No.    12169-100.       Jacob  B.  Loring  v.  The  United 

States.] 

STATEMENT  OF  CASE. 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the  Com- 
mittee on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the  27th  day  of 
Htrch,  1906.  The  case  was  brought  to  a  hearing  on  its  merits  on  the  1st  day 
of  AprU,  1907. 

Messrs.  Pennebaker  and  Jones  appeared  for  the  claimant,  and  the  Attorney- 
General,  by  George  M.  Anderson,  esq.,  his  assistant  and  under  his  direction,  ap- 
peared for  the  defense  and  the  protection  of  the  interests  of  the  United  States. 

The  claimant  in  his  petition  makes  substantially  the  following  aUegations: 

L  That  he  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  and  resident  in  the  county  of 
Knox,  in  the  State  of  Maine. 

2.  That  he,  being  the  first  sergeant  of  Company  B,  First  Regiment  of  Maine  Vol- 
unteer Caralry,  was  duly  appointed  or  commissioned  by  the  governor  of  the 
State  of  Maine  as  captain  thereof  on  July  11,  1864 ;  and  that  from  and  after 
laid  date  he  assumed  and  performed  all  the  duties  of  his  said  grade  until  Sep- 
tember S,  1864,  when  he  was  mustered  in  as  such.  Said  regiment  was  contin- 
ooosly  below  the  minimum  number  prescribed  by  law  and  regulation,  and  for 
this  reason,  and  no  other,  he  was  refused  muster  and  recognition  in  the  grade 
•(  captain  during  said  period. 
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3.  That  during  said  period  he  was  allowed  and  paid  only  the  pay  and  allow- 
ances of  a  first  sergeant,  although  he  was  in  the  continuous  performance  of  the 
duties  of  captain. 

Upon  the  reports  furnished  by  the  War  and  Treasury  Departments,  and 
upon  other  evidence  and  upon  briefs  and  arguments  of  counsel,  tl^  court 
makes  the  following 

FIiroiNGS  OF  FAOT. 

1.  Jacob  B.  Loring,  the  claimant  in  this  case,  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States 
and  resident  in  the  county  of  Knox,  in  the  State  of  Maine. 

2.  On  July  11,  18G4,  the  said  Jacob  B.  Loring  was  first  sergeant  of  Company 
B,  First  Regiment  Maine  Volunteer  Cavalry.  On  that  date  and  until  he  was 
mustered  into  the  service,  to  wit,  on  September  5,  1864,  the  same  was  and 
continued  to  be  below  the  minimum  number  prescribed  by  General  Order  No. 
182  of  the  War  Department  of  June  20,  1863,  carrying  into  effect  section  20  of 
the  act  of  Congress  approved  March  3,  1863  (12  Stat  L.,  p.  734). 

The  captain  of  said  Company  B,  First  Regiment  Maine  Volunteer  Cavalry, 
being  then  and  thereafter  out  of  service  in  said  grade,  the  duties  of  captain 
devolved  upon  this  claimant,  who  then  and  thereafter  assumed  and  performed 
all  the  duties  of  captain  of  said  Company  B,  First  Regiment  Maine  Volunteer 
Cavalry. 

The  governor  of  the  State  of  Maine  also  issued  to  this  claimant  a  commis- 
sion as  captain  Company  B,  First  Regiment  Maine  Volunteer  Cavalry. 

3.  On  the  said  July  11,  1864,  the  mustering  officer  then  and  thereafter  re- 
fused to  muster  this  claimant  as  captain  of  said  Company  B,  First  Regiment 
Maine  Volunteer  Cavalry,  solely  because  his  command  was  below  its  minimum 
strength,  as  aforesaid,  although  he  continued  to  perform  the  duties  of  captain 
until  he  was  mustered  into  the  service  as  such,  September  5,  1864. 

4.  If  the  said  Jacob  B.  Loring  should  be  deemed  captain  of  Company  B,  First 
Regiment  Maine  Volunteer  Cavalry,  and  entitled  to  the  pay  of  that  grade,  the 
difference  between  his  pay  and  allowances  as  a  first  sergeant,  which  he  has  re- 
ceived, and  that  of  a  captain,  without  servant,  to  which  he  would  have  been 
entitled  had  he  been  mustered  for  the  period  from  July  11, 1864,  to  September  4, 
1864,  would  amount  to  >148.23  (one  hundred  and  forty-eight  dollars  and  twenty- 
three  cents),  as  reported  by  the  Auditor  for  the  War  Department 

By  the  Couet. 
Filed  April  1,  1907. 

A  true  copy  of  the  findings  of  fact  as  filed  by  the  court 
Test  this  2d  day  of  April,  1907. 
[SEAL.]  John  Randolph, 

Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  ClaitM. 


60xhCohobe8S,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  JDocumbnt 
1st  Session,      f  1   No.  247. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  EMILY  A.  LOCKWOOD,  WIDOW 
OF  HARRISON  LOCKWOOD. 


LETTEB  FBOX  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  COUBT  OF  CLAIMS 
TBAH8MITTIN0  A  COFY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  COURT 
nr  THE  CASE  OF  EMILY  A.  LOCKWOOD,  WIDOW  OF  HABBISON 
LOCKWOOD,  DECEASED,  AGAINST  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


DiCBMBEB  9,  1907.— Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to 

be  printed.     . 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

Washington^  December  4^  1907. 
Sir  :  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court,.  I  transmit  herewith  a 
certified  copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War 
Claims,  House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883, 
known  as  the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Eandolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


lOoort  of  Claims.    CongressiODal,  No.  12169-103.    Emily  A.  Lockwood,  widow  of  Harrl- 
lOD  Lockwood,  deceased,  v.  the  United  States.] 

STATEMENT  Or  CASE. 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the  Gom- 
Bittee  on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the  27th  day  of  March, 
1906.  The  case  was  brought  to  a  hearing  on  its  merits  on  the  1st  day  of  April, 
1907. 

Messrs.  Pennebaker  and  Jones  appeared  for  the  claimant,  and  the  Attorney 
General,  by  James  A.  Tanner,  esq.,  his  assistant,  and  under  his  direction,  ap- 
peared for  the  defense  and  the  protection  of  the  interests  of  the  United  States. 

The  claimant  in  her  petition  makes  substantially  the  following  allegations: 

L  That  she  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  and  resident  of  the  county  of 
Warren,  In  the  State  of  New  York,  and  is  the  widow  of  Harrison  Lockwood, 
deceased. 

2.  That  said  Harrison  Lockwood,  being  the  first  sergeant  of  Company  A«  One 
knndred  and  fifty-sixth  Regiment  of  New  York  Volunteer  Infantry,  was  duly 
appointed  or  commissioned  by  the  governor  of  the  State  of  New  York  as  second 
tteotenant  thereof  on  August  13,  1863,  and  that  from  and  after  said  date  the 
«Ud  Harrison  Lockwood  assumed  and  performed  all  the  duties  of  his  said  grade 
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until  May  27, 1864,  when  he  was  mustered  in  as  such;  said  regiment  was  contin- 
uously below  the  minimum  number  prescribed  by  law  and  regulation,  and  for 
this  reason,  and  no  other,  said  Harrison  Lockwood  was  refused  muster  and 
recognition  in  the  grade  of  second  lieutenant  during  said  period. 

3.  That  during  said  period  the  said  Harrison  Lockwood  was  allowed  and  paid 
only  the  pay  and  allowances  of  a  first  sergeant,  although  he  was  in  the  contin- 
uous performance  of  the  duties  of  second  lieutenant. 

Upon  the  reports  furnished  by  the  War  and  Treasury  Departments  and  upon 
other  evidence  and  upon  briefs  and  arguments  of  counsel  the  court  makes  the 
following 

FINDINGS  OF  FACT: 

1.  Emily  A.  Lockwood,  the  claimant  of  this  case,  is  a  citizen  of  the  United 
States  and  resident  of  the  county  of  Warren,  in  the  State  of  New  York. 

2.  On  August  13,  1863,  Harrison  Lockwood  was  first  sergeant  of  Company  A, 
One  hundred  and  fifty-sixth  Regiment  of  New  York  Volunteer  Infantry.  On 
that  date  and  until  he  was  mustered  into  the  service,  to  wit,  on  May  27, 1^,  the 
same  was  and  continued  to  be  below  the  minimum  number  prescribed  by  Gen- 
eral Order  No.  182  of  the  War  Department  of  June  20,  1863,  carrying  into  effect 
section  20  of  the  act  of  Congress  approved  March  3>  1863  (12  Stat.  L.,  p.  734). 

The  second  lieutenant  of  said  Company  A,  One  hundred  and  fifty-sixth  Regi- 
ment New  York  Volunteer  Infantry  being  then  and  thereafter  out  of  service  in 
said  grade,  the  duties  of  second  lieutenant  devolved  upon  said  Harrison  Lock- 
wood,  who  then  and  thereafter  assumed  and  performed  all  the  duties  of  second 
lieutenant  of  said  Company  A,  One  hundred  and  fifty-sixth  Regiment  New 
York  Volunteer  Infantry. 

The  governor  of  the  State  of  New  York  also  issued  to  said  Harrison  Lock- 
wood  a  commission  as  second  lieutenant.  Company  A,  One  hundred  and  fifty- 
sixth  Regiment  of  New  York  Volunteer  Infantry. 

3.  On  the  said  August  13,  1863,  the  mustering  officer  then  and  thereafter  re- 
fused to  muster  the  said  Harrison  Lockwood  as  second  lieutenant  of  said  Com- 
pany A,  One  hundred  and  fifty-sixth  Regiment  of  New  York  Volunteer  Infantry, 
solely  because  his  command  was  below  its  minimum  strength,  as  aforesaid, 
although  he  continued  to  perform  the  duties  of  second  lieutenant  untQ  he  was 
mustered  into  the  service  as  such  May  27,  1864. 

4.  If  the  said  Harrison  Ix)ckwood  should  be  deemed  second  lieutenant  of 
Company  A,  One  hundred  and  fifty-sixth  Regiment  of  New  York  Volunteer 
Infantry,  and  entitled  to  the  pay  of  that  grade,  the  difference  between  his  pay 
and  allowances  as  a  first  sergeant,  which  he  has  received,  and  that  of  a  second 
lieutenant  without  servant,  to  which  he  would  have  been  entitled  had  he  Ijeen 
mustered  from  the  period  from  August  13,  1803,  to  May  26,  1864,  would  amount 
to  ($484.11)  four  hundred  and  eighty-four  dollars  and  eleven  cents,  as  reported 
by  the  Auditor  for  the  War  Department,  including  $2.83  tax,  erroneously 
deducted. 

By  the  Court. 
Filed  April  1,  1907. 

A  true  copy  of  the  findings  of  fact  as  filed  by  the  court 
Test  this  2d  day  of  April,  1907. 
[SEAL.]  John  Randolph, 

Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 

o 


60thConobe88,  I  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  JDocument 
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FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  KATE  MOREHEAD  ET  AL.,  HEIRS 
OF  JOSEPH  P.  LESLIE. 


LETTEB  FBOM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  COUBT  OF  CLAIMS, 
TRANSMITTING  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  COUBT 
IN  THE  CASE  OF  KATE  MOBEHEAD  ET  AL.,  HEIBS  OF  JOSEPH 
P.  LESLIE,  DECEASED,  AGAINST  THE   UNITED  STATES. 


December  9,  1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to 

be  printed. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

Wdshington^  December  4, 1907. 
Snt:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court  1  transmit  herewith  a  cer- 
tified copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War 
Claims,  House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883, 
known  as  the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Coart  of  Claims.     Congressional,  No.  12169-lon.     Kate  Morohend    et  al.,  heirs  of  Joseph 
P.  Leslie,  deceased,  v.  The  United  States.] 

STATEMENT     OF     CASE. 

The  claim  in  the  above  entitled  case  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the 
Committee  on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Ilopresentatives  on  the  14th  day 
of  May,  1002.  The  case  was  brought  to  a  hearing  on  its  merits  on  the  1st  day 
of  April,  1907. 

Messrs.  Pennebalcer  and  Jones  api>oarod  for  the  claimant  and  the  Attomey- 
(leneral,  by  James  A.  Tanner,  esq.,  his  assistant  and  under  his  direction, 
appeared  for  the  defense  and  the  protection  of  the  interests  of  the  United 
States. 

The  claimants  in  their  iK'tition  make  substantially  the  following  allegations: 

1.  That  they  are  citizens  of  the  United  States  and  residents  of  the  States  of 
Indiana  and  Illinois,  and  are  the  only  children  and  heirs  of  Joseph  P.  Leslie, 
deceased. 

2.  That  said  Joseph  P.  Leslie,  being  the  major  of  the  Fourth  Regiment  of 
Indiana  Volunteer  Cavalry,  was  duly  apiK)inted  or  commissioned  by  the 
Governor  of  tlie  State  of  Indiana  as  lieutenant-colonel  thereof  on  September 
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10,  1863,  and  that  from  and  after  said  date  the  said  Joseph  P.  Leslie  assumed 
and  performed  all  the  duties  of  his  said  grade  until  January  27,  1864,  when  he 
was  killed  in  service;  said  regiment  was  continuously  below  the  minimam 
number  prescribed  by  law  and  regulation,  and  for  this  reason,  and  no  other, 
said  Joseph  P.  Leslie  was  refused  muster  and  recognition  in  the  grade  of  lieu- 
tenant-colonel during  said  period. 

3.  That  during  said  period  the  said  Joseph  P.  I^^eslie  was  allowed  and  paid 
only  the  pay  and  allowances  of  a  major,  although  he  was  in  the  continaotis 
performance  of  the  duties  of  lieutenant-colonel. 

Upon  the  reports  furnished  by  the  War  and  Treasury  Departments  and  upon 
other  evidence  and  upon  briefs  and  arguments  of  counsel  the  court  makes  the 
following 

FINDINGS  OF  FACT. 

1.  Kate  Morehead,  Clara  M.  Girard,  and  Florence  E.  Cochran,  the  claimauta 
of  this  case,  are  citizens  of  the  United  States  and  residents  of  the  States  of 
Indiana  and  Illinois. 

2.  On  September  10,  1863,  Joseph  P.  Leslie  was  major  of  the  Fourth  Regi- 
ment of  Indiana  Volunteer  Cavalry.  On  that  date  and  until  he  was  killed  in 
the  service,  to-wit,  on  January  27, 1864,  the  same  was  and  continued  to  be  below 
the  minimum  number  prescribed  by  General  Order  No.  182  of  the  War  Depart- 
ment of  June  20,  1863,  carrying  into  effect  section  20  of  the  act  of  Congress 
approved  March  3,  1863.     (12  Stat.  L.,  p.  734). 

The  lieutenant-colonel  of  said  Fourth  Regiment  Indiana  Volunteer  Cavalry, 
being  then  and  thereafter  out  of  service  in  said  grade,  the  duties  of  lieutenant- 
colonel  devolved  upon  said  Joseph  P.  Leslie,  who  then  and  thereafter  assumed 
and  performed  all  the  duties  of  lieutenant-colonel  of  said  Fourth  Regimoit 
Indiana  Volunteer  Cavalry. 

The  Governor  of  the  State  of  Indiana  also  issued  to  Joseph  P.  Leslie  a  com- 
mission as  lieutenant-coionel  Fourth  Regiment  of  Indiana  Volunteer  Cavalry. 

3.  On  the  said  September  10,  1864,  the  mustering  officer  then  and  thereafter 
refused  to  muster  the  said  Joseph  P.  Iveslie  as  lieutenant-colonel  of  said  Fourth 
Regiment  of  Indiana  Volunteer  Cavalry,  solely  because  his  command  was  below 
its  minimum  strength,  as  aforesaid,  although  he  continued  to  perform  the 
duties  of  lieutenant-colonel  until  he  was  killed  in  the  service  January  27,  1864. 

6.  If  the  said  Joseph  P.  Leslie  should  be  deemed  lieutenant-colonel  of  Fourth 
Regiment  of  Indiana  Volunteer  Cavalry  and  entitled  to  the  pay  of  that  grade, 
the  difference  between  his  pay  and  allowances  as  a  major,  which  he  has  received, 
and  that  of  a  lieutenant-colonel,  to  which  he  would  have  be«i  entitled  had  he 
been  mustered  from  the  period  from  September  10.  1863,  to  January  27,  1864, 
would  amount  to  ($55.43)  fifty-five  dollars  and  forty-three  cents,  as  reported 
by  the  Auditor  for  the  War  Department,  Includiug  a  short  payment  of  $14.33 
as  major. 

By  the  Coubt. 

Filed  April  1,  1907. 

A  true  copy  of  tlie  flndinsrs  of  fact  as  filed  by  the  court 

Test  this  2d  day  of  April,  1907, 

[seal.]  John  Randolph, 

Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  ClaimM, 


eOxHCoNOBESS, }  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES,  j  Document 
MSeanan.     J  (    No.  249. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  GEORGE  J.  AND  JOSEPH  F.   LOCKLET  AND 
SARAH  B.  TODD.  CHILDREN  OF  GEORGE  LOOKLEY. 


UBTTEB  FBOM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLERK  OF  THE  COURT  OF  CLAIMS, 
TRANSMITTING  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  COURT 
IH  THE  CASE  OF  GEORGE  J.  LOCKLEY,  JOSEPH  F.  LOCKLEY,  AND 
8ARAH  E.  TODD,  CHILDREN  OF  GEORGE  LOCKLEY,  DECEASED, 
AGAINST   THE   UNITED   STATES. 


Dbceureb  9,  1907.— Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to' 

be  printed. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

Washington^  December  4,  1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court,  I  transmit  herewith  a 
certified  copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War 
Claims,  House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883, 
known  as  the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


ICoort  of  Cialms.     Congressional,  No.  12169-107.     George  J.  Lockley,  Joseph  F.  Lockley, 
and  Sarah  E.  Todd,  children  of  George  Lockley,  deceased,  v.  The  United  States.] 

STATEMENT  OF   CASE. 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the 
Committee  on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the  27th  day  of 
Mtrch,  1906.  The  case  was  brought  to  a  hearing  on  its  merits  on  the  1st  day  of 
April,  1907. 

Messrs.  Pennebaker  and  Jones  appeared  for  the  claimants,  and  the  Attorney- 
General,  by  George  M.  Anderson,  esq.,  his  assistant,  and  under  his  direction,  ap- 
peared for  the  defense  and  the  protection  of  the  interests  of  the  United  States. 

The  claimants  in  their  petition  make  substantially  the  following  allegations: 

1.  That  they  are  citizeus  of  the  United  States  and  residents  of  the  States  of 
New  York,  Michigan,  and  Nevada,  and  are  the  children  and  sole  heirs  of  George 
Lockley,  deceased. 

2.  That  said  George  Lockley,  being  the  lieutenant-colonel  of  the  First  Regi- 
iMQt  of  Michigan  Volunteer  Infantry,  was  duly  appointed  or  commissioned  by 
tlie  goTemor  of  the  State  of  Michigan  as  colonel  thereof  on  May  30,  1865,  and 
ttet  fnun  and  after  said  date  the  said  George  Lockley  assumed  and  performed 
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all  iSb%  daties  of  his  mid  grade  until  July  2U  186B»  wb«a  be  was  murtered  out  as 
Ueatoiant-coloiiel ;  said  regiment  was  continuoosly  below  tbe  mintmnm  number 
prescribed  by  law  and  regulation,  and  for  tbis  reason,  and  no  otber,  said 
George  Lockley  was  refused  muster  and  recognition  in  tbe  grade  of  ooUmel 
during  said  p^iod. 

8.  Tbat  during  said  period  tbe  said  George  Lockley  was  allowed  and  paid  only 
tbe  pay  and  allowances  of  a  lieuteoant-coloiielt  altboui^  be  was  In  tbe  con- 
tinuous performance  of  tbe  duties  of  ooloneL 

Upon  tbe  reports  fnmisbed  by  tiie  War  and  Treasury  Departments^  and  upon 
otii^  evidence  and  up<m  briefs  and  arguments  of  counsel»  tbe  court  makes  tbe 
following 

yiNDines  or  vact. 

1.  George  J.  Lockley,  Joaepb  F.  Loddey,  and  Sarab  B.  Todd,  tbe  datmants  of 
tbis  case,  are  citiaens  of  tbe  United  States  and  residents  of  tbe  States  of  New 
Tork,  Micbigau,  and  Nevada. 

2.  On  May  80,  1865,  George  Lockley  was  lieutenant-colonel  of  tbe  First  Regi- 
ment of  Micbigan  Volunteer  Infantry.  On  tbat  date  and  until  be  was  mustered 
out  of  tbe  service,  to  wit,  on  July  21,  186S,  tbe  same  was  and  continued  to  be 
below  tbe  mininum  number  prescribed  by  General  Order  No.  182  of  tbe  War 
Dxq^rtment  of  June  20, 1868,  carrying  into  effect  section  20  of  tbe  act  of  Goo- 
gross  approved  Marcb  3, 1868  (12  Stat  L^  p.  784). 

Tbe  colonel  of  said  First  Bejiriment  Micbigan  Volunteer  Infantry,  being  thai 
'  and  tbereafter  out  of  sorvice  in  said  grade,  tbe  duties  of  colonel  devolved  upoo 
said  George  Lockley,  wbo  tben  and  tbereafter  assumed  and  performed  all  tbe 
duties  of  colonel  of  said  First  Regiment  Micbigan  Volunteer  Infkntry. 

The  governor  of  tbe  State  of  Micbigan  also  issued  to  said  George  Lockley 
a  commission  as  colonel  First  Regimoit  of  Michigan  Volunteer  Infantry. 

8.  On  tbe  said  May  80, 1866,  tbe  mustering  offlcer  tben  and  tbereafter  refused 
to  muster  tbe  said  George  Lockley  as  colonel  of  said  I«Hrst  Re^ment  of  Micbi- 
gan Volunteer  Infantry,  solely  because  his  command  was  below  Its  minimum 
strength,  as  aforesaid,  although  be  continued  to  perform  tbe  duties  of  edonel 
until  he  was  mustered  out  of  tbe  service  as  lieutenant-colonel  July  2l«  1865. 

4.  If  tbe  said  George  Lockley  should  be.  deemed  colonel  of  the  First  Begl- 
meiit  of  Michigan  Volunteer  Inftotry  and  entitled  to  tbe  pay  of  tbat  grades 
tbe  difference  between  his  pay  and  allowances  as  a  lieutenant-coloiiel,  wiildi  be 
has  received,  and  that  of  a  colonel,  to  which  he  would  have  been  entitled  iMid 
be  been  mustered  from  the  period  from  May  80,  186S,  to  July  21,  1866,  would 
amount  to  $90.60  (ninety-nine  dollars  and  fifty  cents),  as  reported  by  tbe 
Auditor  for  the  War  Department 

Btthk  Ck>usi; 

Filed  April  1,  1907. 

A  true  copy  of  the  findings  of  fact  as  filed  by  the  court. 

Test  this  2d  day  of  April,  1007. 

[SEAL.]  John  Randolph, 

Asifiiftant  Clerk  Court  of  C/otma. 


eOTHCoNGKESS, )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  J  Document 
l9t  Session.      )  ]     No.  250. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  ALICE  A.  SHELDON,  WIDOW  OF 
ALLEN  SHELDON. 


XJBTTEB  TBJOVL  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  COUBT  OF  CLAIMS 
TBANSMITTING  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  COUBT 
IH  THE  CASE  07  ALICE  A.  SHELDON,  WIDOW  OF  ALLEN  SHEL- 
DON, DECEASED,  AGAINST  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


Dbckmbkb  9,  1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to 

be  printed. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

Washington^  December  4,  1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court,  I  transmit  herewith  a  cer- 
tified copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War 
Claims,  House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883, 
known  as  the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


ICourt  of  Claims.     ConCTessIonal,   No.   12169-177.     Alice  A.   Sheldon,   widow  of  Allen 
Sheldon,  deceased,  r.  The  United  States.] 

STATEMENT   OF   CASE. 

The  claim  In  the  above-entitled  case. was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the 
Committee  on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the  14th  day  of 
May,  1!M)2.  The  case  was  brought  to  a  hearing  on  its  merits  on  the  1st  day  of 
April,  1907. 

Messrs.  Pennebaker  and  Jones  appeared  for  the  claimant  and  the  Attorney- 
General,  by  James  A.  Tanner,  esq.,  his  assistant  and  under  his  direction, 
appeared  for  the  defense  and  the  protection  of  the  interests  of  the  United 
States. 

The  claimant  In  her  i)€tition  makes  substantially  the  following  allegations: 

1.  That  she  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  and  resident  of  the  county  of 
Columbia,  In  the  State  of  New  York,  and  is  the  widow  of  Allen  Sheldon, 
deceased* 

2.  That  said  Allen  Sheldon,  being  a  private  of  Company  K,  One  hundred  and 
twenty-eighth  Regiment  of  New  York  Volunteer  Infantry,  was  duly  appointed  or 
commissioned  by  the  governor  of  the  State  uf  New  York  as  second  lieutenant 
tlierecrf  cm  August  21 »  18G3;  and  that  from  and  after  said  date  the  said  Allen 
Bheldoo  assumed  and  performed  all  the  duties  of  his  said  grade  until  December 


2  AUCE  A.   SHELDON. 

15, 1863,  when  he  was  mustered  out  as  private ;  said  regiment  was  continuously 
below  the  minimum  number  prescribed  by  law  and  regulation,  and  for  this  rea- 
son, and  no  other,  said  Allen  Sheldon  was  refused  muster  and  recognition  in  the 
grade  of  second  lieutenant  during  said  period. 

3.  That  during  said  period  the  said  Allen  Sheldon  was  allowed  and  paid  only 
the  pay  and  allowances  of  a  private,  although  he  was  in  the  continuous  per- 
formance of  the  duties  of  second  lieutenant. 

Upon  the  reports  furnished  by  the  War  and  Treasury  Departments,  and  upon 
other  evidence  and  upon  briefs  and  arguments  of  counsel  the  court  makes  the 
following 

FINDINGS  OF  FACT. 

1.  Alice  A.  Sheldon,  the  claimant  of  this  case,  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States* 
and  a  resident  of  the  county  of  Columbia  in  the  State  of  New  Yorlj. 

2.  On  August  21,  18G3,  Allen  Sheldon  was  a  private  of  Company  K,  One  hun- 
dred and  twenty-eighth  Regiment  of  New  York  Volunteer  Infantry.  On  that 
date  and  until  he  was  mustered  out  of  the  esrvice,  to  wit,  on  December  15,  1863, 
the  same  was  and  continued  to  be  below  the  minimum  number  prescribed  by 
General  Order  No.  182,  of  the  War  Department,  of  June  20,  1863,  carrying  Into 
effect  section  20  of  the  act  of  Congress,  approved  March  3,  1863  (12  Stat.  L., 
p.  734). 

The  second  lieutenant  of  said  Company  K,  One  hundred  and  twenty-eighth 
Regiment  New  York  Volunteer  Infantry  being  then  and  thereafter  out  of  service 
in  said  grade,  the  duties  of  second  lieutenant  devolved  upon  said  Allen  Sheldon, 
who  then  and  thereafter  assumed  and  performed  all  the  duties  of  second  lieuten- 
ant of  said  Company  K,  One  hundred  and  twenty-eighth  Regiment  New  York 
Volunteer  Infantry. 

The  governor  of  the  State  of  New  York  also  issued  to  said  Allen  Sheldon 
a  commission  as  second  lieutenant  Company  K,  One  hundred  and  twenty-eighth 
Regiment  of  New  York  Volunteer  Infantry. 

3.  On  the  said  August  22,  1863,  the  mustering  officer  then  and  thereafter 
refused  to  muster  the  said  Allen  Sheldon  as  second  lieutenant  of  said  Company 
K,  One  hundred  and  twenty-eighth  Regiment  of  New  York  Volunteer  Infantry, 
solely  because  bis  command  was  below  its  minimum  strength<  as  aforesaid, 
although  he  continued  to  perform  the  duties  of  second  lieutenant  until  he  was 
mustered  out  of  the  service  as  private,  December  15,  1863. 

4.  During  the  period  aforesaid,  to  wit,  from  August  22,  1863,  to  December 
15,  1863,  there  is  no  evidence  that  he  employed  a  servant  not  enlisted. 

5.  During  said  period  there  is  no  evidence  that  he  did  not  draw  rations  from 
the  Government. 

6.  If  the  said  Allen  Sheldon  should  be  deemed  second  lieutenant  of  Company 
K,  One  hundred  and  twenty-eighth  KeginieiU  of  New  York  Volunteer  Infantry, 
and  entitled  to  the  pay  of  that  grade,  the  difference  between  bis  pay  and  allow- 
ances ag  a  private,  which  he  has  received,  and  that  of  a  second  lieutenant,  to 
which  he  would  have  been  entitled  had  he  l)een  mustered  from  the  period  from 
August  22,  18G3,  to  December  15,  1863,  would  amount  to  $1274 .5>4.  as  reported 
by  the  Auditor  for  the  War  Department. 

7.  Income  tax,  if  to  be  deducted,  would  amount  to  $0.04,  leaving  a  balance  of 
two  hundred  and  sixty-four  dollars  and  sixty  cents  ($264.60). 

By  the  Coubt. 
Filed  April  1,  1007. 

A  true  copy  of  the  findings  of  fact  as  filed  by  the  court. 
Test  this  2d  day  of  April,  1907. 
[SEAL.]  John  Ranoolph, 

Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims, 


eOreCoNGKESS, »  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  (Document 
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FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  IRVING  V.  BLIS& 


X2TTEB  FBOM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  COUBT  OF  CLAIMS, 
T&AHSMITTING  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  COUBT 
nr  THB  CASE  OF  IBVING  V.  BLISS  AGAINST  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


Dbckmbki  9^  1907. — Beferred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to 

be  printed. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  OmcB, 

Washington^  December  4>  1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court,  I  transmit  herewith  a 
certified  copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War 
Claims,  House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883, 
known  as  the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


fCourt  of  Claims.    Concressional,  No.  12640-3.    Irrlng  V.  Bliss  v.  The  United  States.] 

STATEMENT   OF   CASB. 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  was  transmitted  to  the  Court  by  the 
Committee  on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  IlPi>reseii(ativo8  cm  the  14th  day 
of  May,  1902.  The  case  was  brought  to  a  hearing  on  its  merits  on  the  1st  day 
of  April,  1907. 

Messrs.  Pennebaker  and  Jones  appeared  for  the  claimant,  and  the  Attorney- 
General,  by  James  A.  Tanner,  esq.,  his  assistant,  and  under  his  direction, 
appeared  for  the  defense  and  the  protection  of  the  interests  of  the  United 
States. 

The  claimant  in  his  petition  makes  substantially  the  following  allegations: 

1.  That  he  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  and  resident  in  the  city  of  Mil- 
waukee, in  the  State  of  Wisconsin. 

2.  That  he,  being  the  first  sergeant  of  Conn)any  E,  Twenty-seventh  Regi- 
meoX  of  Wisconsin  Volunteer  Infantry,  was  duly  api)ointed  or  commissioned 
by  the  Governor  of  the  State  of  Wisconsin  as  second  lieutenant  thereof  on 
December  6,  1864,  and  that  from  and  after  said  date  he  assumed  and  per- 
formed all  the  duties  of  his  said  giade  until  Marcli  10,  18G5,  when  he  was 
mastered  in  as  such;  said  regiment  was  continuously  below  the  minimum 
nmnber  prescribed  by  law  and  regulation,  and  for  this  reason,  and  no  other, 
be  was  lifased  muster  and  recognition  in  the  grade  of  second  lieutenant  during 
■Ud  period. 


8  mnso  r. 

'8.  niat  daring  mUL  period  he  was  allowed  and  paid  onlj  tbe  pay  and  allow- 
ances of  a  first  sergeant,  altboni^  lie  was  in  tlie  cnatlnnous  i^f^rformaace  of  ttie^ 
dnties  of  second  lientaiant 

Upon  the  reports  famished  by  the  War  and  Treasury  D^[iartnientB  and  apoa 
other  eYidence  and  open  briete  and  argaments  of  cooniBel,  the  eovrt  makes  the 
IbUowing 

vzifniNQS  or  vaox 

1.  Irving  y.  Bliss,  the  daimant  in  this  case,  is  a  dtisen  of  the  United  States 
and  rodent  in  the  city  of  Milwaakee,  in  the  Stute  of  Wisoonshi.  . 

2.  On  December  6,  1864,  the  said  Irving  V.  Bliss  was  first  sergeant  of  Oom- 
pany  B.  Twenty-seventh  Regiment,  Wisocmsin  Volnnteer  Infantry.  On  tbat 
di|t9  ana  until  he  was  mustered  into  the  servi6e,  to  wit,  on  March  10^  1866^ 
me  fuime  was  and  continaed  to  be  b^ow  the  minimom  namb«r  prescribed  hf 
General  Order  No.  182  of  the  War  D^[Murtnient  of  Jane  20, 186a,  carrying  into 
effect  section  20  of  the  act  of  Ckmgress  approved  March  8;  1868  (12  Stat»  I*, 
p.  734). 

The  second  lieutenant  of  said  C!ompany  E,  Twenty-seventh  Begiment;  Wle- 
oohsin  Volunteer  Infantry,  being  then  and  thereafter  out  of  service  in  said 
grade,  the  duties  of  second  lieutenant  devolved  upon  this  claimant,  who  theft 
asd  thereafter  assumed  and  performed  all  the  duties  of  second  lientSDant  siC 
Gompany  E,  Twenty-seventh  Regiment,  Wisconito  Volunteer  Inftmtry. 

The  governor  of  the  State  of  Wisconsin  also  issued  to  tliis  -claimant  a  com* 
mission  as  second  lieutenant.  Company  B,  Twenty-seventh  Begiment  Wisoonsin 
Volunteer  Infantry. 

8.  On  the  said  December  6,  1864,  the  mastering  officer  then  and  thereafter 
refused  to  muster  IMs  claimant  as  second  lieutenant  of  said  Company  EL 
Twenty-sev^ith  Begiment  Wisconsin  Volunteer  Infantry,  solely  because  bis 
command  was  below  its  minimum  strength,  as  aft>re8aid,  although  he  oonttaiied 
to  perform  the  duties  of  second  lieutmmnt  until  he  was  mastered  into  the  asrr- 
Ice  as  such  March  10,  1865. 

4.  During  the  period  aforesaid,  to  wit,  flrom  December  6^  1864,  to  M^urdi  Wk 
1866,  this  claimant  employed  no  servant,  not  enlisted. 

6.  Daring  said  period  this  claimant  did  draw  rations  from  the  GovemmMit. 

6.  If  the  said  Irving  V.  Bliss  should  be  deemed  second  lieutenant  of  Cose- 
pany  E,  Twenty-seventh  Begiment  Wisconrtn  Volunteer  Infantry  and  eDtltied 
to  the  pay  of  that  grade^  the  difference  betweoi  his  pay  and  allowances  as  a 
first  sergeant,  which  he  has  received,  and  that  of  a  second  lieutenant  to  whkli 
he  would  have  been  entitled  had  he  been  mustered  f6r  the  pcoriod  from  Deoan- 
het  6,  1864,  to  March  9,  1865,  would  amount  to  $834.22  (three  hundred  and 
thirty-four  dollars  and  twenty-two  cents)  as  reported  by  the  Auditor  for  the 
War  Department  including  $50  bounty,  act  July  28,  1866,  and  $3.67  income 
tax  erroneously  deducted. 

Bt  thk  Couai!, 

Filed  April  1.  1907. 

A  true  copy  of  the  findings  of  fact  as  filed  by  the  court 

Test  this  2d  day  of  April,  1907. 

[SEALi]  John  Banoolph, 

A88i8tant  Clerk  Court  of  Claktu^ 


J 


eOreCoNGBBSs,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  jDocument 
Isi  Session,      j  (   No.  252. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  HARRISON  L.  DEAM. 


UBTTBB  FBOM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  COUBT  OF  CLAIMS 
TBANSMITTIKG  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  COUBT 
IN  THE  CASE  OF  HABBISON  L.  DEAM  AGAINST  THE  UNITED 
STATES. 


Dbckmbeb  9f  1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered 

to  be  printed. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

Washington^  December  4,  1907. 
Sib:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court  I  transmit  herewith  a 
certified  copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War 
Claims,  House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883, 
known  as  the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


ICourt  of  Claims.     CoD.srressional,  No.  10664.     Harrison  L.  Deam  v.  The  United  States.] 

STATEMENT   OF    CASE. 

The  claim  In  the  above-entitled  case  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the  Com- 
mittee on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Rei)reseutatives  on  the  14th  day  of  May, 
1902.  The  case  was  brought  to  a  hearing  on  its  merits  on  the  22d  day  of  April, 
1907. 

Messrs.  Pennebaker  and  Jones  appeared  for  the  claimant  and  the  Attorney- 
General  by  James  A.  Tanner,  esq.,  his  assistant  and  under  his  direction,  ap- 
peared for  the  defense  and  the  protection  of  the  interests  of  the  United  States. 

The  claimant  In  his  petition  makes  substantially  the  following  allegations: 

1.  That  he  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  and  resident  In  the  city  of  Wash- 
ington, In  the  District  of  Columbia. 

2.  That  he,  being  the  captain  of  Company  B,  Thirty-fourth  Regiment  of  In- 
diana Volunteer  Infantry,  was  duly  appointed  or  commissioned  by  the  governor 
of  the  State  of  Indiana  as  major  thereof  on  March  21.  1805 ;  and  that  from  and 
aft«!r  said  date  he  assumed  and  performed  all  the  duties  of  bis  said  grade  until 
January  9,  1866,  when  he  was  mustered  out  as  captain;  said  regiment  was 
oontlnnoasly  below  the  minimum  number  prescribed  by  law  and  regulation. 
And  for  this  reason,  and  no  other,  he  was  refused  muster  and  recognition  In  the 
grade  of  major  during  said  period. 

3.  That  daring  said  period  he  was  allowed  and  paid  only  the  pay  and  allow- 
ances of  a  captain,  although  he  was  in  the  continuous  performance  of  the 
duties  of  major. 


2  HABBISOK   L.   DEAM. 

Upon  the  reports  furnished  by  the  War  and  Treasury  Departments  and  upon 
other  evidence  and  upon  briefs  and  arguments  of  counsel  the  court  makes  the 
following 

FINDINGS  OF  FACT. 

1.  Harrison  L.  Deam,  the  claimant  in  this  case,  is  a  citizen  of  the  United 
States  and  resident  in  the  city  of  Washington,  in  the  District  of  Ck)lumbia. 

2.  On  March  21,  1865,  the  said  Harrison  L.  Deam  was  captain  of  Comiiany  E, 
Thirty-fourth  Regiment  Indiana  Volunteer  Infantry.  On  that  date  and  until 
he  was  ^uustered  out  the  service,  to  wit,  on  January  9,  1866,  the  same  was  and 
continued  to  be  below  the  minimum  number  prescribed  by  General  Order  No. 
182  of  the  War  Department  of  June  20,  1863,  carrying  into  eflfect  section  20  of 
the  act  of  Congress  approved  March  3,  1803  (12  Stat.  L.,  p.  734). 

The  major  of  said  Thirty-fourth  Regiment  Indiana  Volunteer  Infantry  being 
then  and  thereafter  out  of  service  in  said  grade,  the  duties  of  major  devolved 
upon  this  claimant,  who  then  and  thereafter  assumed  and  performed  all  the 
duties  of  major  of  said  Thirty-fourth  Regiment  Indiana  Volunteer  Infantry  un- 
til mustered  out  January  9,  1866. 

The  governor  of  the  State  of  Indiana  also  issued  to  this  claimant  a  commis- 
sion as  major,  Thirty-fourth  Regiment  Indiana  Volunteer  Infantry. 

3.  On  the  said  March  21,  1866,  the  mustering  officer  then  and  thereafter  re- 
fused to  muster  this  claimant  as  major  of  said  Thirty-fourth  Regiment  Indiana 
Volunteer  Infantry,  solely  because  his  command  was  below  its  minimum 
strength,  as  aforesaid,  although  he  continued  to  perform  the  duties  of  major 
until  he  was  mustered  out  of  the  service  as  captain  January  9,  1866. 

4.  If  the  said  Harrison  L.  Deam  should  be  deemed  major  of  the  Thirty- 
fourth  Regiment  Indiana  Volunteer  Infantry  and  entitled  to  the  pay  of  that 
grade,  with  one  servant,  the  difference  between  his  pay  and  allowances  as  a 
captain,  which  he  has  received,  and  that  of  a  major,  to  which  he  would  have 
been  entitled  had  he  been  mustered  for  the  period  from  March  21.  1866,  to 
January  9,  1866,  would  amount  to  one  hundred  and  fifteen  dollars  and  seventy- 
four  cents  ($115.74),  as  reported  by  the  Auditor  for  the  War  Department,  in- 
cluding short  payments  as  lieutenant  and  captain. 

Br  THs  Oovn, 
Filed  April  22,  1907. 

A  true  copy  of  the  findings  of  fact  as  filed  by  the  court 

Test  this  24th  day  of  April,  1907. 

[SEAL.]  John  Randolph, 

A88i8tant  Clerk  Court  of  Claim*. 


GOth Congress,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  (Document 
MSemon.     f  (    No.  253. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  LEWIS  J.  BLAIR. 


USTTEB  FBOM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  COUBT  OF  CLAIKS 
TRAKSMITTING  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  COUBT 
IS  THE  CASE  OF  LEWIS  J.  BLAIB  AGAINST  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


Dbobmbeb  89  1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to 

be  printed. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

Washington^  December  4, 1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court,  T  transmit  herewith  a  certi- 
fied copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War 
Claims,  House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883, 
known  as  the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claima. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Coart  of  Claims.    Congressional.  No.  12169-5.     Lewis  J.  Blair  v.  The  United  States.] 

STATEMENT  OF   CASE. 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the 
Committee  on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the  14th  day  of 
May,  1902.  The  case  was  brought  to  a  hearing  on  its  merits  on  the  22d  day 
of  April.  1907. 

Messrs.  Pennebaker  and  Jones  appeared  for  the  claimant,  and  the  Attorney- 
General,  by  James  A.  Tanner,  esq.,  his  assistant,  and  under  his  direction, 
appeared  for  the  defense  and  the  protection  of  the  interests  of  the  United  States. 

The  claimant  in  his  i)etition  makes  substantially  the  following  allegations: 

1.  That  he  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  and  resident  in  the  county  of 
I>ekalb,  in  the  State  of  Indiana. 

2.  That  he,  being  the  major  of  the  Eighty-eighth  Regiment  of  Indiana  Vol- 
onteer  Infantry,  was  duly  appointed  or  commissioned  by  the  governor  of  the 
State  of  Indiana  as  lieutenant-colonel  thereof  on  October  30,  1863;  and  that 
from  and  after  said  date  he  assumed  and  performed  all  the  duties  of  his  said 
srade  until  June  14,  1865,  when  he  was  mustered  out  as  major;  said  regiment 
was  continuously  below  the  minimum  number  prescribed  by  law  and  regula- 
tion, and  for  this  reason,  and  no  other,  he  was  refused  muster  and  recognition 
In  the  grade  of  lieutenant-colonel  during  said  period. 

Z.  That  during  said  period  he  was  allowed  and  paid  only  the  pay  and  allow- 
ances of  a  major,  although  he  was  in  the  continuous  performance  of  the  duties 
cf  Ueotienant-colonel. 


upon  the  reports  fiimlahetl  by  the  War  and  Treafiury  DepnrtmentR  titii  nium 
other  evidence  and  upou  briefs  ani]  argiiiiaenle  of  counfie!«  th&  court  inBkes  the 
following 

FIITDtirfla   OF   FACf. 

1.  LewSs  J.  Blair,  the  claimant  la  tills  case,  is  a  citizen  of  the  tJnIted  States 

and  reettclent  in  the  connty  of  Dek»]b,  In  the  State  nf  Indlatni. 

2.  On  October  30*  ISta  the  said  Lewis  J.  Hlalr  wm  major  of  Elghljr-elgtith 
Regiment  Indiana  Vohmteer  Infantry.  On  thut  date  and  nntU  he  was  mns- 
tered  out  of  the  service — to  wit,  on  June  14,  18115,  the  sann?  was  and  continued 
to  be  below  the  nihil nmm  number  prewerlbed  by  General  Order  No*  1S2  of  the 
War  Department  of  June  20,  18*^1,  carrying  into  elTect  section  20  of  the  act 
of  Congres^s  approveil  March  3,  1863  (12  Stat,  L.,  p.  734), 

The  lienletiatit'ColoneJ  of  said  EighlT-«?ightb  Keglment  Indiana  Voliinteer  Iw* 
fantry  being  then  and  thereafter  out  of  service  In  said  grade,  the  duties  of 
lleutenant^?oloael  devolved  ni>on  this  clalnmnt^  who  then  and  thereafter  as- 
sumed and  E>orformed  all  the  duties  of  Heitleaant-coloiiel  of  said  Elglity-elgbtlj 
Regiment  Indiana  Volunteer  Infant ry» 

The  governor  of  the  f^tate  of  Indinna  aliii^  If^sued  to  this  claimant  a  eommlfr^ 
Bion  as  lieuteaant-coioiiel  El^^hty  el^'hth  Itek^imeiit  ludlana  Volunteer  Infantry, 

3.  Oo  the  eaid  October  30,  38t>3,  th(*  mustertiiij  offlt^r  then  atwl  thereafter 
refused  to  muater  this  clainiant  as  lieu  tenant -colonel  of  said  K  Ik  hty -eighth 
Regiment  Indiana  Volunteer  Infaatrjr,  solely  because  his  command  was  below 
Its  minimum   etrength,  as  aforepald,   although   he  continued   to   perform    the 

[diitiea  of  lieutenant-colonel  until  he  was  mustered  out  of  the  service  as  maior 
Juno  14,  JSm. 
4.  If  the  sakl    Lewis  J.    Blalr  sho\ild  bo  detuned   lieu  tenant -colonel   of  the 
Eighty- eighth  Regiment  Indiana  VoJuuteer  I  af  an  try  ami  entitled  to  the  iiay  of 
that  grade,  the  difference  between  his  pay  and  aUowances  as  a  major  which  he 
has  received,  and  that  of  a  lleutenant-troloneT,  to  which  he  won  Id  have  been 
entitled  had  he  been  mustered  for  the  perif»d  from  October  30,  IB^k  to  June  14, 
ISfiS,  would  amount  to  $434,14  (four  hundred  and  thirty-four  doHars  and  four- 
teen cents),  as  reporteij  by  the  Auditor  for  the  War  Department,   Including 
11,41  Income  tax  deducted  on  re  muster. 
Br  TUX  OO0BX. 
Filed  April  22,  1907. 
A  true  copy  of  the  Sndlnffs  of  fkct  as  ftletl  by  the  court 
Test  this  24tli  day  of  Aprils  1007. 
ifiKAI.}  Jonir   HAKD0t»H, 

AMsUtant  Clerk  Cuuri  o/  Claims. 


I 


» 


60ihConobbs8,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  J  Document 
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FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  JOHN  BAGG. 


I.ETTEB  FBOM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  COTJBT  OF  CIiAIMS 
TRANSMITTING  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  COUBT 
IN  THE  CASE  OF  JOHN  BAOG  AGAINST  THE  UNITED  STATEa 


Decembeb  9,  1907. — Referred  to  the  Ctommittee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to 

be  printed. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

Washington^  December  4, 1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court  I  transmit  herewith  a  cer- 
tified copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War 
Claims,  House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883, 
known  as  the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Court  of  Claims.    Congressional,  No.  12109-10.     John  Bagg  v.  The  United  SUtes.] 

STATEMENT   OF   CASE. 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the 
Committee  on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the  27th  day  of 
March,  liXK>.  The  case  was  brought  to  a  hearing  on  its  merits  on  the  22d  day 
of  April,  1907. 

Messrs.  Pennebalcer  and  Jones  api)eared  for  the  claimant,  and  the  Attorney- 
General,  by  George  M.  Anderson,  esc].,  his  assistant,  and  under  his  direction, 
api)eared  for  the  defense  and  the  protection  of  the  interests  of  the  T'ni ted  States. 

The  claimant  in  his  petition  makes  substantially  the  following  allegations: 

1.  That  he  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  and  resident  in  the  county  of 
Adair,  in  the  State  of  Missouri. 

2.  That  he,  being  the  first  sergeant  of  Company  C,  One  hundred  and  four- 
teenth Regiment  of  New  York  Volunteer  Infantry,  was  duly  appointed  or  com- 
uiissioned  by  the  governor  of  the  State  of  New  York  as  second  lieutenant  thereof 
on  September  3,  1803,  and  that  from  and  after  said  date  he  assumed  and  per- 
formed all  the  duties  of  his  said  grade  until  November  30,  1864,  when  he  was 
mustered  in  as  such;  said  regiment  was  continuously  below  the  minimum  num- 
ber prescribed  by  law  and  regulation,  and  for  this  reason,  and  no  other,  he  was 
refused  mustei*  and  recognition  in  tlie  grade  of  second  lieutenant  during  said 
period. 


2  JOHN  BAGG. 

8.  That  during  said  period  he  was  allowed  and  paid  only  the  pay  and  allow- 
ances of  a  first  sergeant,  although  he  was  in  the  continuous  performance  of  the 
duties  of  second  lieutenant. 

Upon  the  reports  furnished  by  the  War  and  Treasury  Departments,  and  upon 
other  evidence,  and  upon  briefs  and  arguments  of  counsel,  the  court  makes  the 
following 

FINDINGS  OF  FACT. 

1.  John  Bagg,  the  claimant  in  this  case,  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  and 
resident  in  the  county  of  Adair,  in  the  State  of  Missouri. 

2.  On  September  3,  1864,  the  said  John  Bagg  was  first  sergeant  of  (Company 
C,  One  hundred  and  fourteenth  Regiment  New  York  Volunteer  Infantry.  On 
that  date  and  until  he  was  mustered  into  the  service — to  wit,  on  November  30. 
1864 — the  same  was  and  continued  to  be  below  the  minimum  number  prescribed 
by  General  Order  No.  182  of  the  War  Department  of  June  20,  1863,  carrying 
into  effect  section  20  of  the  act  of  Congress  approved  March  3, 1863  (12  Stat  L., 
p.  734). 

The  second  lieutenant  of  said  Company  C,  One  hundred  and  fourteenth 
Regiment  New  York  Volunteer  Infantry,  being  then  and  thereafter  out  of 
service  in  said  grade,  the  duties  of  second  lieutenant  devolved  upon  this 
claimant,  who  from  November  2,  1863,  assumed  and  performed  all  the  duties  of 
second  lieutenant  of  said  Company  C,  One  hundred  and  fourteenth  Regiment 
New  York  Volunteer  Infantry. 

The  governor  of  the  State  of  New  York  also  issued  to  this  claimant  a  com- 
mission as  second  lieutenant,  Company  C,  One  hundred  and  fourteenth  Regi- 
ment New  York  Volunteer  Infantry. 

3.  On  the  said  November  2,  1863,  the  mustering  oflScer  then  and  thereafter 
refused  to  muster  this  claimant  as  second  lieutenant  of  said  Company  C,  One 
hundred  and  fourteenth  Regiment,  New  York  Volunteer  Infantry,  solely  because 
his  command  was  l)elow  its  minimum  strength,  as  aforesaid,  although  he  con- 
tinued to  perform  the  duties  of  second  lieutenant  until  he  was  mustered  into 
the  service  as  first  lieutenant  November  30,  1864. 

4.  During  the  period  aforesaid — to  wit,  from  November  2,  1863,  to  November 
29,  1864 — this  claimant  employed  one  servant,  not  enlisted. 

5.  During  said  period  this  claimant  did  not  draw  rations  from  the  Govern- 
ment. 

6.  If  the  said  John  Bagg  should  be  deemed  second  lieutenant  of  Company  C, 
One  hundred  and  fourteenth  Regiment  New  York  Volunteer  Infantxyt  and 
entitled  to  the  pay  of  that  grade,  the  difference  between  his  pay  and  allowances 
as  a  first  sergeant,  which  he  has  received,  and  that  of  a  second  lieutenant,  to 
which  he  would  have  been  entitled  had  he  been  mustered  for  the  period  from 
November  2,  1S(>.3,  to  November  20,  1804,  would  amount  to  $1)22.00  (nine  hun- 
dred and  twenty-two  dollars  and  ninety  cents),  as  reported  by  the  Auditor  for 
the  War  Depjirtment,  including  short  payment,  $2.35  tax,  erroneously  deducted, 
and  a  short  payment  of  $4.76. 

By  the  Court. 
Filed  April  22,  1007. 

A  true  copy  of  the  findings  of  fact  as  filed  by  the  court 
Test  this  24th  day  of  April,  1007. 
[SEAL.l  John  Randolph, 

Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims, 


60thC!ongress,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  (Document 
1^  Session.      )  •  (    No.  255. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  JAMES  F.  BROWN. 


LETTER  FBOM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  COURT  OF  CLAIMS 
TBANSMITTING  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  COUBT 
nr  THE  CASE  OF  JAMES  F.  BBOWN  AGAINST  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


ItecEMBEB  9,  1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to 

be  printed. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

Washington^  Decemher  ^,  1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court,  I  transmit  herewith  a 
certified  copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War 
Claims,  House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883, 
known  as  the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
fion.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives, 


[Gourt  of  CUimi.    Congressional,  No.  12169-13.    James  F.  Brown  v.  The  United  States.] 

STATEMENT   OF   CASE. 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the  CJom- 
mittee  on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the  14th  day  of  May, 
1902.  The  case  was  brought  to  a  hearing  on  its  merits  on  the  22d  day  of  April, 
1907. 

Messrs.  Pennebaker  and  Jones  apjpeared  for  the  claimant,  and  the  Attorney- 
General,  by  James  A.  Tanner,  esq.,  his  assistant  and  under  his  direction,  ap- 
pe^re  for  the  defense  and  the  protection  of  the  interests  of  the  United  States. 

Tbe  claimant,  in  his  petition,  makes  substantially  the  following  allegations : 

1.  That  he  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  and  resident  in  the  county  of  New 
Ix>ndon«  in  the  State  of  Connecticut. 

2.  That  he,  being  the  lieutenant-colonel  Twenty-first  Regiment  of  Connecticut 
Volanteer  Infantry,  was  duly  appointed  or  commissioned  by  the  governor  of 
the  State  of  Connecticut  as  colonel  thereof  on  October  1,  1864,  and  that  from 
and  after  said  date  he  assumed  and  performed  all  the  duties  of  his  said  grade 
imtil  Jaly  6,  1865,  when  he  was  mustered  out  as  lieutenant-colonel ;  said  regi- 
meat  was  continnously  below  the  minimum  number  prescribed  by  law  and  regu- 
latiOEi,  and  for  this  reason,  and  no  other,  he  was  refused  muster  and  recogni- 
tloo  in  the  grade  of  colonel  during  said  period. 


JAMES  F,   BBOWN. 


3*  That  during  said  period  lie  wa«  nllowe^l  and  paid  only  tlie  pay  and  allow- 
uncea  of  a  lieutenant  colonel*  ulthougU  be  was  In  the  contUuious  fierformance  of 
the  duties  of  coIoaeK 

Upon  the  reports  fitrni^hed  by  tbe  Wur  and  Treasury  Bejiartnienta  and  nijon 
other  evidence  and  upon  briefs  and  arguments  of  counsel  tbe  court  makes  the 
following 

FINDINGS  or  FACT* 

1.  Jfimeis  I<\  nrown»  the  clttUntint  in  this  case*  fs  a  citizen  of  tbe  United  Statea 
and  resident  in  the  county  of  New  TxiKlotu  in  tbe  State  of  Conn eot tent* 

2.  On  October  1,  1S04,  tbe  said  Jonn:^  F.  Brown  was  Itenteuaut-colmiel  of 
the  Twenty  "first  Re^^huetit  Connect  1  rut  Volunteer  Infantry.  On  that  date  and 
until  be  was  amstered  out  of  tbe  service,  to  wit,  on  July  6,  1805,  the  same  waa 
and  coutlaued  to  t>e  bulnw  tbe  mininnim  iinnilwr  prescrlbetl  by  Generwl  Order  No. 
182,  of  tbe  War  De[mrfniunt  of  June  2li  1SG3,  cHrryiug  into  effect  section  20  of 
the  act  of  Congre&s  m^iirovetl  March  3,  1J^G3  M2  Stnt,  1^,  p.  7S4>* 

The  colonel  of  f*iiid  Twenty-ftrst  lieginient  Coimectlcut  Volunteer  Infantry 
being  then  and  tbereiifter  out  of  service  In  said  grade%  tbe  dutlea  of  colonel 
devolved  upon  this  claimant,  who  then  and  thereafter  assumed  and  performed 
all  the  duties  of  colonel  of  said  Twenty-first  Regiment  Coauectlcut  Voluuteetr 
infantry  until  July  6,  1805. 

The  jfovenior  of  tbe  State  of  Connecticut  also  Issued  to  this  claimant  a  com- 
mission as  colonel  Twenty-first  Regiment  Connecticut  Volunteer  Infantry* 

3.  On  the  said  October  1*  lStj4*  the  muster  ins:  officer  then  and  thereafter 
refused  to  muster  this  clalnmnt  as  colonel  of  said  Twenty  ttrst  Regiment  Con- 
necticut Volunteer  Infauiry*  80k*ly  because  his  commund  was  below  its 
minimum  str(ajj;rtiif  ^s  afore^iild,  although  be  continued  to  t^^rform  the  duties 
of  colonel  until  he  waa  mustered  out  of  the  service  as  ileutenaat^ulonei,  July 
6,  ISBfj. 

4.  If  tbe  said  James  F.  Brown  should  be  deemed  colonel  of  the  Tw^Qty-IIIlt 
Regiment  Connecticut  Volunteer  InfiUitry  and  entitled  to  tbt»  imy  of  ttiat  cnidt* 
tbe  dUTetence  t>etwei^n  bis  jmy  nud  allownrjces  as  n  Ifeiiteuaut'Colonei  wblefa 
he  tm^  received,  and  that  of  a  ix^louel  to  wbtcb  be  would  hjire  been  entitled  bBd 
he  been  uinstered  for  the  periixl.  from  October  1*  18C4,  to  July  6,  1805.  woutil 
amount  to  (|2(J2*!)8)  two  hundred  amJ  sixty  two  dollars  and  uinety-elght  e^tits;. 
as  reported  by  the  Auditor  for  the  War  DepartiueuL 

Br  TH«  Oqukt. 
Filed  April  22,  lfK)7. 

A  true  copy  of  flndUigs  of  fact  as  filed  by  th^  court* 
Test  this  :24th  day  of  April,  1^07* 

Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  CUUmt, 


1 


60THCONGBE88, )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  (Document 
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FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  WILLIAM  G.  DUDLEY. 


XATTEB  FBOM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEBX  OF  THE  COUBT  OF  CLAIMS 
TBAHSIOTTINO  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  COTTBT 
IH  THE  CASE  OF  WILLIAM  O.  DUDLEY  AGAINST  THE  UNITED 
STATES. 


Dkcsmbkb  9,  1907. — ^Beferrcd  to  the  (Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to 

be  printed. 


Court  op  Claims*,  Clerk's  Office, 

Washington^  December  4?  1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court,  I  transmit  herewith  a 
certified  copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid 
cause,  which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on 
War  Claims,  House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3, 
1883,  known  as  the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Court   of  Claims.     Congressional,   No.    12100-85.     William   O.    Dudley   v.   The  United 

states.] 

STATEMENT  OF  CASE. 

The  claim  In  the  above-entitled  case  was  transraitted  to  the  court  by  the 
Committee  on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the  14th  day  of 
May,  lf>02.  The  case  was  brought  to  a  hearing  on  Its  merits  on  the  22d  day 
of  April,  1907. 

Messrs.  Pennebaker  and  Jones  appeared  for  the  claimant,  and  the  Attorney- 
General,  by  James  A.  Tanner,  esq.,  his  assistant  and  under  his  direction,  ap- 
peared for  the  defense  and  the  protection  of  the  Interests  of  the  United  States. 

The  claimant,  in  his  petition,  makes  substantially  the  following  allegations: 

1.  That  he  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  and  resident  in  the  county  of 
Sullivan,  in  the  State  of  Indiana. 

2.  That  he,  being  the  first  sergeant  of  CJompany  D,  Thirty-first  Regiment  of 
Indiana  Volunteer  Infantry,  was  duly  appointed  or  eoniniissloned  by  the 
govemor  of  the  State  of  Indiana  as  second  lieutenant  thereof  on  June  1,  1865, 
and  that  from  and  after  wild  date  he  assumed  and  performea  all  the  duties  of 
his  said  grade  until  Januarj'  1),  1800,  when  he  was  mustered  out  as  first  sergeant; 
■aid  re^ment  was  continuously  below  the  minimum  number  prescribed  by 
law  and  regulation,  and  for  this  reason,  and  no  other,  he  was  refused  master 

leoocoition  in  ttie  grade  of  second  lieutenant  during  said  period. 
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S  WniTAM   G.   DDBLEY, 

3*  TMt  during  m\6  period  lie  was  allowed  aud  paid  only  the  pay  and  a11<iw* 
anceK  of  li  first  Bergeaiit,  altLougU  Ue  was  in  tlie  conllDuoua  performance  of 
the  diitJes  of  pecoml  lieutenant. 

UpoQ  the  reports  furutsUed  by  the  War  and  Treasury  Def^ttmeutB^  and 
upon  other  evidence,  and  upon  briefs  and  ar^menti  of  counsel,  the  court  makes 
the  following 

Wlf(J>l^BS   OF   FACT. 

1*  William  G,  Dudley,  the  claimant  In  this  case,  ts  a  citlaen  of  the  United 

States  and  resident  in  the  county  of  Sullivan^  In  the  Slate  of  Indiana. 

2.  On  June  1,  lSt>5,  the  salrl  VVilllara  G.  Dudley  was  first  sergeant  of  Company 
Dt  Thirty-first  Iteglment  ludlana  Volunteer  lofautry*  On  that  date  and  until 
he  was  mustered  out  of  the  service,  to  wit  on  January  9,  1SG6,  the  same  was 
and  contluued  to  he  below  the  minimum  number  prescribed  by  General  Order 
No*  1^2.  of  the  War  Depart  men  t^  of  June  20,  liSt"i,  c-arrylug  Into  effect  section  2^ 
of  the  act  of  Congress  approved  Miirch  3,  1SC3  (12  Stat.  L.,  p.  734), 

The  second  Iteu tenant  of  said  Company  D,  Thirtj-- first  Regiment  Indiana 
Volunteer  Infantry,  being  then  and  thereitfter  out  of  service  In  eatd  i^rade* 
the  duties  of  s^K^oud  lieutenant  devolved  ufKm  this  claimant  who  then  and 
thereafter  assumed  and  performed  all  the  dutiea  of  second  lieutenant  of  said 
Comi>any  D,  Thirty  first  Keglment  Indiana  Volunteer  Infantry,  until  mastered 
out  as  first  sergeant  January  0,  1806, 

The  governor  of  the  Slide  of  lorliana  also  Issued  to  this  claimant  a  com- 
mission as  second  lieutenant  Company  D,  Thirty-first  Regiment  Indiana  Volnn* 
teer  Infantry. 

3.  On  the  said  June  1,  18G5,  the  mustering  officer  then  and  thereafter  re- 
fused  to  muster  this  claimant  as  second  lieutenant  of  said  Company  D,  Thirty- 
first  Bep:iment  Indiana  Volunteer  Infantry,  solely  tiecaui^e  his  command  waa 
below  Itw  mirtlmuiii  strength,  as  aforesaid,  although  he  eontloned  to  perfonn  the 
duties  of  second  lieu  tenant  until  he  was  mustered  out  of  the  service  aa  first 
sergeant  January  0,  ISCO. 

4.  During  the  period  aforcFald,  to  wit,  from  June  1,  1805j  to  January  0,  1606« 
tbts  claimant  employed  no  servant  not  enlisted* 

5.  During  sfild  period  this  claimant  did  not  draw  rations  from  the  Ck^Tem- 
ment, 

6*  If  the  said  William  G,  Dudley  should  be  deemed  second  lieutenaot  of 
Company  D,  Thirty-first  KH^^lment  Indbina  Volunteer  Infantry,  and  entitled 
to  the  pay  of  that  i^rrade,  the  difference  between  his  pay  and  allowances  as  a 
first  sergeant  whirh  he  has  received  and  that  of  a  second  ilentejmnt,  to  which 
he  would  hnve  lipeen  entitled  had  he  been  mustered  for  the  period  from  June 
1, 1S65,  to  January  9.  186G»  would  amount  to  $3S1.S7  (three  hundred  and  eighty- 
one  dollars  and  eighty -seven  cents),  as  reported  by  the  Auditor  for  the  VVar 
Department. 

*  Bt  ths  Ooubt. 

Filed  April  22,  1907. 

A  true  copy  of  the  findings  of  fact  as  filed  by  the  court 

Test  this  24th  day  of  April,  1907. 

[asAL.]  JoHK  Randolph* 

Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  CIoIsml 


60th  Congress,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  I  Document 
Ut  Session.      \  I    No.  257. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  WILLIAM  HANNA. 


LETTEB  FBOM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  COURT  OF  CLAIMS 
TRANSMITTING  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  COUBT 
IH  THE  CASE  OF  WILLIAM  HANNA  AGAINST  THE  UNITED 
STATES. 


Dbcembeb  9,  1907.— Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to 

be  printed. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

Washington^  December  4?  1907. 

Sir  :  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court  I  transmit  herewith  a  certi- 
fied copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War 
Claims,  House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883, 
known  as  the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


(Court  of  Claims.    Congressional,  No.  12169-80.     William  Hanna  v.  The  United  State*.] 

STATEMENT   OF   CASE. 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the 
Committee  on  War  Claims  of  the  Ilonse  of  Representatives  on  the  14th  day 
of  May,  1902.  The  case  was  brought  to  a  hearing  on  its  merits  on  the  11th 
day  of  March,  1907. 

Messrs.  Pennebaker  and  Jones  appeared  for  the  claimant  and  the  Attomey- 
Genoral,  by  .Tames  A.  Tanner,  esq.,  his  assistant  and  under  his  direction,  ap- 
[K»ared  for  the  defense  and  the  protection  of  the  Interests  of  the  United  States. 

The  claimant  In  his  petition  makes  substantially  the  following  allegations: 

1.  That  he  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  and  resident  in  the  county  of 
Adams,  in  the  State  of  Illinois. 

2.  That  he,  being  the  lieutenant-colonel  in  command  of  the  Fiftieth  Regi- 
ment of  Illinois  Volunteer  Infantry,  was  duly  appointed  or  commissioned  by 
the  governor  of  the  State  of  Illinois  as  colonel  thereof  on  June  11,  1864,  and 
that  from  and  after  June  19,  1864.  he  assumed  and  performed  all  the  duties  of 
bis  said  grade  until  July  13,  186;"),  when  he  was  mustered  out  as  lieutenant- 
colonel;  said  regiment  was  continuously  below  the  minimum  number  prescribed 
by  law  and  regulation,  and  for  this  reason,  and  no  other,  he  was  tetwa^  mvi^X&t 

recognitioii  in  the  grade  of  during  said  period. 
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3.  That  during  said  period  he  was  allowed  and  paid  only  the  pay  and  allow- 
ances of  a  lieutenant-colonel,  although  he  was  in  the  continnous  performance 
of  the  duties  of  colonel. 

Upon  the  reports  furnished  by  the  War  and  Treasury  Departments  and 
upon  other  evidence  and  upon  briefs  and  arguments  of  counsel  the  court  makes 
the  following 

FINDINGS   OF   FACT. 

1.  William  Hanna,  the  claimant  in  this  case,  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States 
and  resident  in  the  county  of  Adams,  in  the  State  of  Illinois. 

2.  On  June  19,  1864,  the  said  William  Hanna  was  lieutenant-colonel  of  the 
Fiftieth  Regiment  Illinois  Volunteer  Infantry.  On  that  date  and  until  he 
was  mustered  out  of  the  service,  to  wit,  on  July  20,  1865,  the  same  was  and 
continued  to  be  below  the  minimum  number  prescribed  by  General  Order  No. 
182  of  the  War  Department  of  June  20,  18G3,  carrying  into  eflfect  section  20 
of  the  act  of  Congress  approved  March  3,  1863  (12  Stat.  L.,  p.  734). 

The  colonel  of  said  Fiftieth  Regiment  Illinois  Volunteer  Infantry,  being 
then  and  thereafter  out  of  service  in  said  grade,  the  duties  of  colonel  devolved 
upon  this  claimant,  who  then  and  thereafter  assumed  and  performed  all  the 
duties  of  colonel  of  said  Fiftieth  Regiment  Illinois  Volunteer  Infantry. 

The  governor  of  the  State  of  Illinois  also  issued  to  this  claimant  a  commis- 
sion as  colonel  Fiftieth  Regiment  Illinois  Volunteer  Infantry. 

3.  On  the  said  June  19,  lS(>i,  the  mustering  officer  then  and  thereafter  re- 
fused to  muster  this  claimant  as  colonel  of  said  Fiftieth  Regiment  Illinois  Vol- 
unteer Infantry,  solely  because  his  command  was  below  its  minimum  strength, 
as  aforesaid,  although  he  continued  to  perform  the  duties  of  colonel  until  he 
was  mustered  the  service  as  lieutenant-colonel  July  20,  1865. 

4.  If  the  said  William  Hanna  should  be  deemed  colonel  of  the  Fiftieth  Regi- 
ment Illinois  Volunteer  Infantry  and  entitled  to  the  pay  of  that  grade,  the 
diflference  between  his  pay  and  allowances  as  a  lieutenant-colonel,  which  he  has 
received,  and  that  a  colonel,  to  which  he  would  have  been  entitled  had  he  been 
mustered  for  the  period  from  June  20,  1864,  to  July  20,  1865,  would  amount  to 
$.395.57  (three  hundred  and  nlnety-flve  dollars  and  fifty-seven  cents),  as  re- 
ported by  the  Auditor  for  the  War  Department,  including  a  deduction  of  ^2JS7 
income  tax  on  remuster. 

Bt  the  Ooust. 

Filed  March  11,  1907. 

A  true  copy  of  the  findings  of  fact  as  filed  by  the  court. 

Tost  this  13th  day  of  March,  1907. 

[SKAL.J  John  Randolph. 

Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 


60xhC!onobb88,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES,  j  Document 
M  Session.      J  j    No.  258. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  JULIA  H.  CASTLE,  DAUGHTER 
OF  JOHN  H.  HOWE. 


£ETTEB  FBOM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  COUBT  OF  CLAIMS 
TBAHSMITTINa  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  COUBT 
IV  THE  CASE  OF  JULIA  H.  CASTLE,  DAUQHTEB  OF  JOHN  H. 
HOWE,  DECEASED,  AGAINST  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


Dbcbmbkb  9, 1907. — Beferred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to 

be  printed. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

Washington^  December  4,  1907. 
SiK :  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court,  I  transmit  herewith  a  certi- 
fied copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War 
Claims,  House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883, 
known  as  the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Court  of  CUimt.     CoDin*e88lonal,  No.  12160-84.     Julia  H.  Castle,  daughter  of  John  H. 
Howe,  deceased,   v.   The   United   States.] 

STATEMENT    OF    CASE. 

The  claim  !n  the  above-entitled  case  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the  Com- 
mittf^e  on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the  14th  day  of  May, 
1902.  The  case  was  brought  to  a  hearing  on  its  merits  on  the  11th  day  of 
March^  1907. 

Messrs.  Pennebalier  and  Jones  appeared  for  the  claimant  and  the  Attorney- 
General,  by  James  A.  Tanner,  esq.,  his  assistant  and  under  his  direction,  ap- 
peared for  the  defense  and  the  protection  of  the  interests  of  the  United  States. 

The  claimant,  in  her  petition,  malces  substantially  the  following  allegations: 

1.  That  she  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  and  resident  of  the  county  of  Los 
Angeles,  in  the  State  of  California,  and  is  the  daughter  of  John  H.  Howe,  de- 
ceased. 

2.  That  said  John  H.  Howe,  being  the  lieutenant-colonel  of  the  One  hundred 
and  twenty-fourth  Regiment  of  Illinois  Volunteer  Infantry,  was  duly  appointed 
or  commissioned  by  the  governor  of  the  State  of  Illinois  as  colonel  thereof  on 
December  15, 1863,  and  that  from  and  after  January  14,  18G4,  the  said  John  H. 
Howe  aaanmed  and  performed  all  the  duties  of  his  said  grade  until  August  16, 
1800b  wJicn  lie  was  mustered  out  as  lieutenant-colonel ;  said  regiment  was  con- 
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tinuously  below  the  minimum  number  prescribed  by  law  and  regulation,  and 
for  this  reason,  and  no  other,  said  John  H.  Howe  was  refused  muster  and  recog- 
nition in  the  grade  of  colonel  during  said  period. 

3.  That  during  said  period  the  said  John  H.  Howe  was  allowed  and  paid  only 
the  pay  and  allowances  of  a  lieutenant-colonel,  although  he  was  in  the  continu- 
ous performance  of  the  duties  of  colonel. 

Upon  the  reports  furnished  by  the  War  and  Treasury  Departments,  and  ui)on 
other  evidence  and  upon  briefs  and  arguments  of  counsel,  the  court  makes  the 
following 

FINDINGS  OF  FACT. 

1.  Julia  H.  Castle,  the  claimant  of  this  case,  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States 
and  resident  of  the  county  of  Los  Angeles,  in  the  State  of  California. 

2.  On  January  34,  1864,  John  H.  Howe  was  lieutenant-colonel  of  the  One  hun- 
dred and  twenty-fourth  Regiment  of  Illinois  Volunteer  Infantry.  On  that  date 
and  until  he  was  mustered  out  of  the  service,  to  wit,  on  August  16,  18(»5,  the 
same  was  and  continued  to  be  below  the  minimum  number  prescribed  by  Gen- 
eral Order  No.  182  of  the  War  Department  of  June  20,  1S63,  carrying  into  effect 
section  20  of  the  act  of  Congress  approved  March  3,  1SC3  (12  Stat.  L.,  p.  734). 

The  colonel  of  said  One  hundred  and  twenty-fourth  Uegiment  Illinois  Volun- 
teer Infantry,  being  then  and  thereafter  out  of  service  in  said  grade,  the  duties  of 
colonel  devolved  upon  said  John  H.  Howe,  who  then  and  thereafter  assumed 
and  performed  all  the  duties  of  colonel  of  said  One  hundred  and  twenty-fourth 
Regiment  Illinois  Volunteer  Infantry. 

The  governor  of  the  State  of  Illinois  also  issued  to  said  John  H.  Howe  a 
commission  as  colonel  One  hundred  and  twenty-fourth  Regiment  of  Illinois 
Volunteer  Infantry. 

3.  On  the  said  January  14,  1864,  the  mustering  officer  then  and  thereafter 
refused  to  muster  the  said  .':ohn  H.  Howe  as  colonel  of  said  One  hundred  and 
twenty-fourth  Regiment  of  Illinois  Volunteer  Infantry,  solely  because  his 
command  was  below  Its  minimum  strength,  as  aforesaid,  although  he  con- 
tinued to  perform  the  duties  of  colonel  until  he  was  mustered  out  of  the  service 
as  lieutenant-colonel,  August  16,  1805. 

4.  If  the  said  John  H.  Howe  should  be  deemed  colonel  of  the  One  hundred 
and  twenty-fourth  Regiment  of  Illinois  Volunteer  Infantry  and  t»ntitled  to  the 
pay  of  that  grade,  the  difference  between  his  pay  and  allowances  as  a  lieuten- 
ant-colonel, which  he  has  received,  and  that  of  a  colonel,  to  which  he  would 
have  been  entitled  had  he  been  mustered  from  the  period  from  January  14,  18G4, 
to  August  16,  1865,  would  amount  to  $575.93  (five  hundred  and  seventy-five 
dollars  and  ninety-three  cents),  as  reported  by  the  Auditor  for  the  War  De- 
partment, Including  short  payment  aggregating  $29.78. 

By  tiik  (^oubt. 
Filed  March  11,  1907. 

A  true  copy  of  the  findings  of  fact  as  filed  by  the  court. 
Test  this  13th  day  of  March,  1907. 
[8EAL.1  John    Randolph, 

Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims, 


e0xHC!oNGRB88, )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  JDocumeni 
IstSeMian.      \  |    No.  269. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  JOHN  W.  HEADINGTON, 


UTTTEB  7B0M  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  COTJBT  OF  CLAIMS 
TBAHSMITTIKa  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  COUBT 
nr  THE  CASE  OF  JOHN  W.  HEADINOTON  AGAINST  THE  UNITED 
STATES. 


Dbcxmbkb  9»  1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  :md  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

Washington^  December  4?  1007. 
Sir  :  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court,  I  transmit  herewith  a  cer- 
tified copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War 
Claims,  House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883, 
known  as  the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Court  of  Claimi.     Congressional,  No.  12inO-R6.     John  W.   Headington  v.  The  United 

states.] 

STATEMENT   OF   CASE. 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  wns  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the  Com- 
mittee on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the  27th  day  of 
March,  1906.  The  case  was  brought  to  a  hearing  on  its  merits  on  the  11th  day 
of  March,  1907. 

Messrs.  Pennebaker  and  Jones  appeared  for  the  claimant  and  the  Attorney- 
General,  by  his  assistant  and  under  his  direction,  appeared  for  the  defense  and 
the  protection  of  the  Interests  of  the  United  States. 

The  claimant,  in  his  petition,  makes  substantially  the  following  allegations: 

1.  That  he  Is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  and  resident  of  the  county  of  Jay, 
In  the  State  of  Indiana. 

2.  That  he,  being  the  captain  and  major.  One  hundredth  Regiment  of  Indiana 
Volunteer  Infantry,  was  duly  appointed  or  commissioned  by  the  governor  of 
the  State  of  Indiana  as  major  and  lieutenant-colonel  thereof  on  June  1,  1SG4, 
and  May  21,  1865,  respectively;  and  that  from  and  after  said  dates  be  assumed 
and  performed  all  the  duties  of  his  said  grades  until  May  IG,  1SG5,  when  mus- 
tered In  as  major,  and  on  June  10,  1865,  when  he  was  mustered  out  as  major; 
Mid  regiment  was  continuously  below  the  minimum  number  prescribed  by  law 
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and  regulation,  and  for  this  reason,  and  no  other,  he  was  refused  muster  and 
recognition  In  the  grade  of  major  and  lieutenant-colonel  during  said  periods. 

3.  That  during  said  period  he  was  allowed  and  paid  only  the  pay  and  allow- 
ances of  a  captain  and  major,  although  he  was  In  the  continuous  performance 
of  the  duties  of  major  and  lieutenant-colonel. 

Upon  the  reports  furnished  by  the  War  and  Treasury  departments  and  upon 
other  evidence  and  upon  briefs  and  arguments  of  counsel  the  court  makes  the 
following 

FINDINGS  OF  FACT. 

1.  John  W.  Headington,  the  claimant  In  this  case.  Is  a  citizen  of  the  United 
States  and  a  resident  in  the  county  of  Jay,  in  the  State  of  Indiana. 

2.  On  June  1, 1864,  the  said  John  W.  Headington  was  captain,  and  on  May  21, 
1865,  he  was  major.  One  hundredth  Regiment  Indiana  Volunteer  Infantry.  On 
those  dates  and  until  he  was  mustered  out  of  the  service  as  major,  to  wit,  on 
June  19,  18G5,  the  same  was,  and  continued  to  be,  below  the  minimum  number 
prescribed  by  General  Order  No.  182  of  the  War  Department  of  June  20,  1863, 
carrying  into  effect  section  20  of  the  act  of  Congress  approved  March  3,  1863 
(12  Stat.  L.,  p.  734). 

The  major  and  lieutenant-colonel  of  said  One  hundredth  Regiment  Indiana 
Volunteer  Infantry  being  then  and  thereafter  out  of  service  in  said  grades,  the 
duties  of  major  and  lieutenant-colonel  devolved  upon  this  claimant,  who  then 
and  thereafter  assumed  and  performed  all  the  duties  of  major  and  lieutenant- 
colonel  of  said  One  hundredth  Regiment  Indiana  Volunteer  Infantry  until  May 
16,  1865,  when  mustered  Into  service  as  major,  and  June  19,  1865,  when  mus- 
tered out  as  such. 

The  governor  of  the  State  of  Indiana  also  issued  to  this  claimant  commissions 
as  major  and  lieutenant-colonel,  One  hundredth  Regiment  Indiana  Volunteer 
Infantry. 

3.  On  the  said  June  1,  1864,  and  May  21,  1805,  the  mustering  officer  then  and 
thereafter  refused  to  muster  this  claimant  as  major  and  lieutenant-colonel  of 
said  One  hundredth  Regiment  Indiana  Volunteer  Infantry,  solely  because  his 
command  was  below  its  minimum  strength,  as  aforesaid,  although  he  continued 
to  perform  the  duties  of  major  and  lieutenant-colonel  until  he  was  mustered 
Into  the  service  as  major.  May  16,  1805,  and  mustered  out  as  such,  June  19, 1865. 

4.  If  the  said  John  W.  Headington  should  be  deemed  major  and  lieutenant- 
colonel  of  the  One  hundredth  Regiment  Indiana  Volunteer  Infantry  and  entitled 
to  the  pay  of  that  grade,  the  difference  between  his  pay  and  allowances  as  a 
captain  and  major,  which  he  has  received,  and  that  of  a  major  and  lieutenant- 
colonel,  to  which  he  would  have  been  entitled  had  he  been  mustered  for  the 
period  from  June  1,  1804,  to  May  16,  1805,  as  major,  and  from  May  21,  1865,  to 
June  19,  1805,  as  lieutenant-colonel,  would  amount  to  $104.19  (one  hundred  and 
ninety-four  dollars  and  nineteen  cents),  as  reported  by  the  Auditor  for  the  War 
Department,  Including  a  short  payment  of  $42.80  as  captain. 

By  THE  Court. 
Filed  March  11,  1007. 

A  true  copy  of  the  lindings  of  fact  as  filed  by  the  court. 
Test  tills  13th  day  of  March,  1907. 
[SEAL.]  John   Ranuolph. 

Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Chiims. 


eOiHCoNGBEfls,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  JDocument 
l$t  Session,      f  (    No.  260. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  HARRY  V.  HOES,  ADMINIS- 
TRATOR OF  THEODORE  HOES, 


UTTTEB  7B0M  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  COTTBT  OF  CLAIMS 
T&AKSMITTIKa  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  COTTBT 
nr  THE  CASE  OF  HABBY  V.  HOES,  ADMINISTBATOB  OF  THEO- 
DOBE  HOES,  DECEASED,  AGAINST  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


Dbcbmbeb  9,  1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to 

be  printed. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

Washington^  December  4?  1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court  I  transmit  herewith  a  certi- 
fied copy  of  the  findings  filed  b}^  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause,  which 
case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War  Claims, 
Houf%  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883,  known  as 
the  Bowman  Act 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 

Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


fCoart    of    Claims.     Congressional,    No.    121GO-S7.     Harry    V.    Hoes,    administrator    of 
Theodore  Hoes,  deceased,  i'.  The  Vnited  States.] 

STATEMENT  OF    CASE. 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the 
Committee  on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the  27th  day  of 
March,  11K)6.  The  case  was  brought  to  a  hearing  on  its  merits  on  the  11th  day 
of  March*  1907. 

Messrs.  Pennebaker  &  Jones  appeared  for  the  claimant,  and  the  Attorney- 
General,  by  his  assistant  and  under  his  direction,  api)eared  for  the  defense  and 
the  protection  of  the  Interests  of  the  United  States. 

The  claimant  in  his  petition  makes  substantially  the  following  allegations: 

1.  That  he  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  and  resident  of  the  county  of 
ColambU,  in  the  State  of  New  York,  and  is  the  administrator  of  Theodore 
Hoea,  deceased. 

2.  That  said  Thodore  Hoes  being  the  first  sergeant  of  Company  K,  Forty- 
fonrth  Regiment  New  York  Volunteer  Infantry,  was  duly  appointed  or  com- 
missioned by  the  governor  of  the  State  of  New  York  as  second  lieutenant 
tbereot  on  July  8,  1SG3;  and  that  from  and  after  said  date  he  assumed  and  per- 

,  all  the  duties  of  his  said  grade  until  July  12,  1804,  Nvben  Yi«  y)^%  TSi\i%- 


3  "  SAKBY    V.    HOES. 

toedJnto  ttie  •ervlce  as  sndi;  said  regtmont  wns  con  t  tin  ion  sly  h^low  the  mJnl- 
mam  number  prescribed  by  law  and  re^n]latlr>&«  nnd  for  this  rea^n,  and  no 
other,  be  was  refused  muster  and  recoimUion  In  said  jfnule  during  s»  id  iferlod. 

8.  That  during  said  period  he  whb  niinwod  tind  pnki  only  the  pay  and  allow- 
ances of  a  first  sergeant,  although  he  was  in  the  eontinaoos  perfermanee  of 
the  duties  of  second  lieutenant 

Upon  the  reports  furnished  by  the  War  and  Treasury  D^iartmeati^  and  upon 
oQm  evldenceb  and  upon  briefs  andaisionents  of  eonnsi^  ti^  court  osakes 
the  following 

wimatJxoB  o»  fact. 

1.  Harry  Y.  Hoes,  administrator  of  Theodore  Hoes,  deceased*  tb»  claimant 
of  this  case,  is  a  cltlsen  of  the  United  States  and  resident  at  tito  county  of 
Columbia,  in  the  State  of  New  Tork. 

2»  l^ieodore  Hoes  enrolled  August  8, 18SI,  and  mustered  Into  serviee  as  tMr- 
geant,  Forty-fourth  New  Tork  Infantry;  reenUsted  tm  a  Tetecan  Tolimtier 
February  18,  1864,  and  mustered  out  October  14,  1804,*  as  ftnt  lieutenant. 
The  second  lieutenant  Company  k;  Forty-fourtili  New  York  Inflintey,  died 
July  8, 18(8,  and  said  Theodore  Hoes  was  duly  appointed  July  8,  3B68,  bf  tbe 
governor  of  New  Tork  to  fill  said  vacancy;  the  first  lieutenant  CMnpany  B 
was  discharged  May  27,  1863,  and  said  Theodore  Hoes  was  duly  appointed  bgr 
the  governor  of  New  Tork,  S^tmnb^  20, 1868|  to  fill  said  vacancy. 

On  those  dates  and  until  he  was  mustered  into  the  service  as  first  UeotenanI; 
to  wit,  on  July  12, 1864,  ev^ry  company  of  said  regiment  was  and  OoBtiiiiied  to 
be  below  the  minimum  number  prescribed  by  General  Order  No.  182  of  tbe 
War  Department  of  June  20,  1863,  carrying  into  effect  section  20  of  the  act  of 
Congress  approved  March  3,  1863  (12  Stat  L.,  p.  734),  althoui^  the  duties  of 
second  lieutenant  and  of  first  lieutenant  devolved  upon  said  Theodore  Hoes^ 
who  on  July  8,  1863,  and  September  24,  1868,  assumed  and  p^ormed  said 
duties. 

8.  On  the  said  July  8, 18^)3,  the  mustering  officer  thai  and  thereafter  refused 
to  muster  the  said  Theodore  Hoes  as  second  lieut^iant,  and  on  Seplewber  20^ 
1863,  refused  him  muster  as  first  lieutenant,  Fmrty-fourth  Begiment  of  New  Totk 
Volunteer  Infantry,  solely  because  his  command  was  below  Its 
strength,  as  aforesaid,  although  he  continued  to  perform  the  duties  of 
lieutenant  and  first  lieutenant  until  he  was  mustered  Into  the  service  as  i 
lieutenant,  July  12,  1864. 

4.  If  the  said  Theodore  Hoes  should  be  deooaed  second  lieutenant^  Fortyfonrtli 
New  Tork  Infantry,  from  July  18,  1863,  and  first  lieutenant,  same  regiment^ 
from  September  20, 1863,  and  entitled  to  the  pay  of  those  grades,  tito  differeiioe 
between  his  pay  and  allowances  as  a  first  sergeant,  which  he  has  received*  and 
that  of  a  lieutenant,  without  servant,  to  which  he  wonld  have  been  entitled  had 
he  been  mustered  from  the  period  from  July  8,  1863,  to  July  11, 1864,  is  rep<N:ted 
by  the  Auditor  for  the  War  Department  as  follows : 

Second  lieutenant's  pay  and  subsistence,  July  8  to  September  9, 1863 $196. 80 

First  lieutenant's  pay  and  subsistence,  September  20  to  July  11, 1864—  841. 87 

First  lieutenant's  pay  and  subsistence,  July  12  to  16,  1864 14. 33 

Short  payment 16.32 

Total 1, 069. 82 

Less  pay  received  as  sergeant $368.24 

Bounty  paid  but  forfeited  by  reason  of  promotion 210. 00 

678.24 

Balance  due 481.08 

(Four  hundred  and  ninety-one  dollars  and  eight  cents.) 

Bt  thk  Ooxtu. 
Filed  March  11,  1907. 
A  true  copy. 

Test  this  13th  day  of  March,  1907. 
[seal.]  John  Randolph, 

Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Ctolmt. 


60th  Congress,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  I  Document 
1st  session.       )  (    No.  261. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  FLORENCE  M.  METZ,  WIDOW 
OF  EDMUND  METZ. 


LETTEB  FBOM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  COURT  OF  CLAIMS 
TRANSMITTING  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  COUBT 
IK  THE  CASE  OF  FLORENCE  M.  METZ,  WIDOW  OF  EDMUND  METZ, 
DECEASED,  AGAINST  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


Dbckmbeb  9,  1907.— Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to 

be  printed. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

Washington,  December  4,  1907, 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court  I  transmit  herewith  a  cer- 
tified copy  of  the  findin^^s  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War 
Claims,  House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883, 
known  as  the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims* 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Court  of  Claims.     Congressional,  No.  12169-121.     Florence  M.  Metz,  widow  of  Edmund 
Metz,  deceased  v.  The  United  States.] 

STATEMENT  OF   CASE. 

The  claim  In  the  above-entitled  case  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the  Com-, 
mlttee  on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  on  the  27th  day  ot 
Harch^  1906.    The  case  was  brought  to  a  hearing  on  Its  merits  on  the  11th  day 
of  March,  1907. 

Messrs.  Pennepaker  and  Jones  appeared  for  the  claimant,  and  the  Attorney- 
General,  by  George  M.  Anderson,  esq.,  his  assistant  and  under  his  direction, 
appeared  for  the  defense  and  the  protection  of  the  interests  of  the  United  States. 

The  claimant,  in  her  petition,  makes  substantially  the  following  allegations: 

1.  That  she  Is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  and  resident  of  the  county  of 
Reno,  in  the  State  of  Kansas,  and  she  is  the  widow  of  Edmund  Metz,  deceased. 

2.  That  said  Edmund  Metz  being  the  sergeant  of  Company  H,  Thirty- 
eighth  Regiment  of  Ohio  Volunteer  Infantry,  was  duly  appointed  or  commis- 
sioned by  the  governor  of  the  State  of  Ohio  as  second  lieutenant  thereof  on 
February  25,  1864;  and  that  from  and  after  said  date  the  said  Edmund  Met« 
aflsumed  and  performed  all  the  duties  of  his  said  grade  until  April  20,  1804, 
wlien  lie  was  mustered  in  as  such;  said  regiment  was  continuously  belovi  \Xa 


2  FLOBENCE   M.   METZ. 

luiuiiunm  number  prescribed  by  law  and  regulation,  and  for  this  reason,  and  no 
other,  said  Edmund  Metz  was  refused  muster  and  recognition  in  the  grade  of 
second  lieutenant  during  said  period. 

3.  That  during  said  period  the  said  £3dmund  Metz  was  allowed  and  paid  only 
the  pay  and  allowances  of  a  sergeant,  although  he  was  in  the  continuous  per- 
formance of  the  duties  of  second  lieutenant. 

Upon  the  reports  furnished  by  the  War  and  Treasury  Departments,  and  upon 
other  evidence,  and  upon  briefs  and  arguments  of  counsel,  the  court  makes  the 
following 

FINDINGS  OF  FACT. 

1.  Florence  B.  Metz,  widow  of  ISdmund  Metz,  deceased,  the  claimant  of  this 
case,  citizen  of  the  United  States  and  resident  of  the  county  of  Reno,  in  the 
State  of  Kansas. 

2.  On  February  25,  1864,  Edmund  Metz  was  sergeant  of  Company  H,  Thirty- 
eighth  Regiment  of  Ohio  Volunteer  Infantry.  On  that  date  and  until  he  was 
mustered  into  the  service,  to  wit,  on  April  20,  1864,  the  same  was  and  continued 
to  be  below  the  minimum  number  prescribed  by  General  Orders,  No.  1S2,  of  the 
War  Department  of  June  20,  1863,  carrying  into  effect  section  20  of  the  act  of 
CJongress  approved  March  3,  1863  (12  Stat.  L.,  p.  734). 

The  second  lieutenant  of  said  CJompany  H,  Thirty-elphth  Regiment  Ohio  Vol- 
unteer Infantry,  being  then  and  thereafter  out  of  service  In  said  grade,  the 
duties  of  second  lieutenant  devolved  upon  said  Edmund  Metz,  who  then  and 
thereafter  assumed  and  performed  all  the  duties  of  second  lieutenant  of  said 
CJompany  H,  Thirty-eighth  Regiment  Ohio  Volunteer  Infantry. 

The  governor  of  the  State  of  Ohio  also  issued  to  said  Edmund  Metz  a  com- 
mission as  second  lieutenant  Company  H,  Thirty-eighth  Regiment  of  Ohio 
Volunteer  Infantry. 

li.  On  the  said  February  25,  1864,  the  mustering  officer  then  and  thereafter 
refused  to  muster  the  said  Edmund  Metz  as  second  lieutenant  of  said  company 
H,  Thirty-eighth  Regiment  of  Ohio  Volunteer  Infantry,  solely  because  his  com- 
mand was  below  its  minimum  strength,  as  aforesaid,  although  he  continued  to 
perform  the  duties  of  second  lieutenant  until  he  was  mustered  Into  the  service 
as  such,  April  20,  1864. 

4.  If  the  said  Edmund  Metz  should  be  deemed  second  lieutenant  of  Company 
H,  Thirty-eighth  Regiment  of  Ohio  Volunteer  Infantry,  and  entitled  to  the  pay 
of  that  grade,  the  difference  between  his  pay  and  allowances  as  a  sergeant, 
which  he  has  received,  and  that  of  a  second  lieutenant,  without  servant,  to 
which  he  would  have  been  entitled  had  he  been  mustered  from  the  period  from 
Febrtxary  25,  1864,  to  April  11),  1864,  would  amount  to  $113.23  (one  hundred 
and  thirteen  dollars  and  twenty-three  cents),  as  reiwrted  by  the  Auditor  for  the 
War  Department,  Including  short  payments  aggrej;atlng  $20.10. 

By  the  Court. 
Filed  March  11,  1907. 

A  true  copy  of  the  findings  of  fact  as  filed  by  the  court. 
Test  this  13th  day  of  March,  11)07. 
[SEAL.]  John  Randolph, 

Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 


60th  Congress,  {  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  I  Document 
1st  Session.      \  {   No.  262. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  LEONARD  H.  MAHAN. 


UBTTBB  FBOM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  COTTBT  OF  CLAIMS 
TBANSXITTINa  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  COTTBT 
IK  THE  CASE  OF  LEONABD  H.  MAHAN  AGAINST  THE  UNITED 
STATES. 


Dbcbmbbb  0,  1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

WasMngtorij  December  4, 1907. 
Sib:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court,  I  transmit  herewith  a 
certified  copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War 
Claims,  House  of  Representatives,  imder  the  act  of  March  3,  1883, 
known  as  the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Kandolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


(Court  of  ClAlnu.    Congressiomil,  No.  12169-123.    Leonard  H.  Mahan  v.  The  United  States.] 
STATEMENT  OF  CASE. 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the  Ck)minit- 
tpe  on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the  14th  day  of  May,  1902. 
The  case  was  brought  to  a  hearing  on  its  merits  on  the  11th  day  of  March,  1907. 

Messrs.  Pennebaker  and  Jones  appeared  for  the  claimant  and  the  Attorney-General, 
by  James  A.  Tanner,  esq.,  his  assistant  and  under  his  direction,  appeared  for  the 
defense  and  the  protection  of  the  interests  of  the  United  States. 

Tlie  claimant  in  his  petition  makes  substantially  the  following  allegations: 

1.  That  he  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  and  resident  in  the  county  of  Vigo, 
in  the  State  of  Indiana. 

2.  That  he,  being  the  first  sergeant  of  Company  C,  Thirty-first  Regiment  of  Indiana 
Volunteer  Infantry,  was  duly  appointed  or  commissioned  by  the  governor  oi  the 
State  of  Indiana  as  second  lieutenant  thereof  on  May  1,  1864;  and  that  from  and 
after  April  12,  1864,  he  assumed  and  performed  all  the  duties  of  his  said  grade  until 
June  2o,  1864,  when  he  was  mustered  in  as  first  lieutenant;  said  regiment  was  con- 
tinuously below  the  minimum  number  prescribed  by  law  and  regulation,  and  for 
this  reason,  and  no  other,  he  was  refused  muster  and  recognition  in  the  grade  of  sec- 
ond lieutenant  during  said  period. 

3.  That  during  said  period  he  was  allowed  and  paid  only  the  pay  and  allowances 
of  a  first  sergeant,  although  he  was  in  the  continuous  performance  of  the  duties  of 
second  lieutenant. 

Upon  the  reports  furnished  by  the  War  and  Treasury  Departments  and  upon  other 
eridence  and  upon  briefs  and  aiguments  of  counsel  the  court  makes  the  following 


UNDINOe   OF   PACT. 


1.  Leonard  H*  Maltaiis  the  claimant  in  thh  caee,  ie  a  rif  iien  of  the  TJnitcd  State 
and  resident  in  tho  conntv  of  Vigo,  in  ihe  State  of  Indiana. 

2.  On  April  12,  18G4t  tfee  eaid  Leonard  Il»  Mal^an  was  first  sema^t  of  Company 
0,  TUirty'iLFst  Regiment  Indiana  Volunteer  Infantry*.  On  lliat  dale  and  nntil  ho 
wafi  muslered  into  the  service,  to  wit,  on  June  25,  1864,  the  mme  was  and  cont  in- 
u<?d  to  be  below  tlie  minimum  number  prescribed  by  General  Order  No.  1S2  of  ihe 
War  Department  of  June  2Q,  1803,  carrj  ing  into  effect  section  20  of  the  act  of  Con- 
groa^  approved  March  3,  1S03  (12  Stat.  L.,  p.  734). 

The  eecond  lieutenant  of  ?aid  Company  C»  Thirty*fiist  Bcpiment  Indiana  Volun- 
teer Infantry,  being  then  and  thereafter  out  of  service  in  Hiid  grade,  the  duties  of 
second  lieutenant  devolved  tipon  this  claimant,  who  then  and  ihcreailer  asfnoied 
and  perform t?d  all  tlic  dutiea  of  second  lieutenant  ol  said  Company  C,  Thirty-fint 
R^ment  Indiana  Volunteci'  Infantry,  until  June  21,  lSfi4. 

The  governor  of  the  State  of  Indiana  al&.>  issued  to  this  claimant  a  commission  as  sec- 
ond lieutenant*  Company  C,  Thirty- first  Regiment  In<f  inna  Vohjntecr  Infantry, 

3.  On  the  said  April  12^  1SG4,  Uie  mueteriiiEr  office r  tlien  and  thereafter  rt'fused  to 
mueter  thia  claimant  aa  second  lieutenant  of  yaid  Companv  C,  Thirtydlrst  Re^'iment 
Indiana  Volunteer  Infantry,  solely  because  hi^  command  was  below  its  minimum 
etrengtli,  as  aforcBaid .  although  he  continued  to  perform  the  duties  of  Mfcond  UeuieiiAitt 
until  he  waa  mu tutored  into  the  Bervice  aa  first  lieutenant,  June  25,  1S64. 

4.  If  the  said  Leonard  H,  Mahan  should  be  deemed  second  lieutenant  of  Company  C, 
Thirty -first  Regiment  Indiana  Volunteer  Inlantry,  and  entitled  t(j  the  pay  of  that  jrrade, 
the  difference  bot^vcen  hia  pay  and  allowances  as  a  first  aergcant,  which  he  liajs  r€  ceived^ 
and  that  of  a  second  lieutenant  to  M*hich  he  would  have  been  entitled  had  be  been 
mustered  for  the  period  frum  April  12,  ISM,  to  June  24.  1S64.  would  amount  to  II 19, H, 
as  reported  by  the  Andiinr  for  the  War  Department^  includliigan  erroneous  deduction 
of  in  CO  m  e  tax  of  |4 .  fi  tk 

5.  Income  tax^  if  to  be  deducted,  would  amount  to  $3, 96,  leaving  a  balance  of  emo 
hundred  and  fifteen  dollars  and  eigliteencenl»(|115.1S)* 

By  THE  Oot^sr. 
Filed  March  11, 1907. 

A  true  copy  of  the  finding  of  fact  a^  liled  by  the  courts 

Te.H  this  13th  day  of  March,  1907, 

[aaAiiJ  *  JoBK  Rakdolfii, 

AsiittiiTU  CUrJt  Court  ^  Ul&im$, 


,d 


60THCk>NGRES8, )  HOUSE  OP  REPRESENTATIVES.  J  Document 
l8t  SeMian.      )  )    No.  263. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  CYRUS  J.  McCOLE. 


LETTEB  FBOM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  COTJBT  OF  CLAIMS 
TBANSMTTTINQ  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  COURT 
IN  THE  CASE  OF  CYBUS  J.  M'COLE  AGAINST  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


DscBMBXB  9,  1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  of  Clabis,  Clerk's  Office, 

Washington,  December  4,  1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court,  I  transmit  herewith  a  cer- 
tified copy  of  the  finding  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referrecl  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War 
Claims,  House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883, 
known  as  the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives, 


[Court  of  Claims.    Congressional,  No.  12169-130.    Cyrus  J.  McCoIe  v,  Tho  United  States.] 
STATEMENT   OP  CASE. 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the  Committee 
on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the  27th  day  of  March,  1906.  The 
cafe  was  brought  to  a  hearing  on  its  merits  on  the  11th  day  of  March,  1907. 

Messrs.  Pennebakcr  and  Jones  appeared  for  the  claimant,  and  the  Attorney-General, 
by  James  A.  Tanner,  esq.,  his  assistant  and  under  his  direction,  appeared  for  the 
defense  and  the  protection  of  the  interests  of  the  United  States. 

The  claimant  in  his  petition  makes  substantially  the  following  allegations: 

1.  That  he  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  and  resident  in  the  county  of  Hamilton, 
in  the  State  of  Indiana. 

2.  That  he,  being  the  major  of  the  Seventy-fifth  Regiment  of  Indiana  Volunteer 
Infantry,  was  duly  appointed  or  commissioned  by  the  governor  of  the  State  of 
Indiana  as  lieutenant-colonel  thereof  on  April  1,  18G4,  and  that  from  and  after  said 
date  he  assimaed  and  performed  all  the  duties  of  his  said  grade  until  June  16,  1865, 
when  he  was  mustered  out  as  major.  Said  regiment  was  continuously  below  the 
minimum  number  prescribed  by  law  and  regulation,  and  for  this  reason,  and  no 
other,  he  was  refused  muster  and  recognition  in  the  grade  of  lieutenant-colonel 
during  said  period. 

3.  That  during  said  period  he  was  allowed  and  paid  only  the  pay  and  allowances  of 
a  major,  althou^  he  was  in  the  continuous  performance  of  the  duties  of  lieutenant- 
colonel. 

Upon  the  reports  furnished  by  the  War  and  Treasury  Departments  and  upon  other 
CfviaencCf  and  upon  briefs  and  arguments  of  counsel  the  court  makes  the  following 


0YBD8   J.  m'oOLE. 


FINDINGS  OF  FACT. 


1.  GyruB  J.  McOole,  the  claimant  in  this  case,  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  and 
resident  in  the  county  of  Hamilton,  in  the  State  of  Indiana. 

2.  On  April  1,  1864,  the  said  Cyrus  J.  McCole  was  major  of  the  Seventy-fifth  Regi- 
ment Indiana  Volunteer  Infantry.  On  that  date  and  until  he  was  mustered  out  of 
the  service,  to  wit,  on  June  16,  1865,  the  same  was  and  continued  to  be  below  the 
minimum  number  prescribed  by  General  Order  No.  182  of  the  War  Department  of 
June  20, 1863,  carrying  into  effect  section  20  of  the  act  of  Congress  approved  March  3, 
1863  (12  Stat.  L.,  p.  734). 

The  lieutenant-colonel  of  said  Seventy-fifth  Regiment  Indiana  Volunteer  In&mtry 
bein^  then  and  thereafter  out  of  service  in  said  grade,  the  duties  of  lieutenant-colonel 
devolved  upon  this  claimant,  who  then  and  tnereafter  assumed  and  performed  all 
the  duties  of  lieutenant-colonel  of  said  Seventy-fifth  Regiment  Indiana  Volunteer 
Infantry. 

The  governor  of  the  State  of  Indiana  also  issued  to  this  claimant  a  commission  as 
lieutenant-colonel  Seventy-fifth  Regiment  Indiana  Volunteer  Infantry. 

3.  On  the  said  April  1,  1864,  the  mustering  officer  then  and  thereafter  refused  tc 
muster  this  claimant  as  lieutenant-colonel  of  said  Seventy-fifth  Regiment  Indiana 
Volunteer  Infantrv  solely  because  his  command  was  below  its  minimum  strei^th,  as 
aforesaid,  although  he  continued  to  perform  the  duties  of  lieutenant-colonel  until  he 
was  mustered  out  of  the  service  as  major,  June  16, 1865. 

4.  If  the  said  Cyrus  J.  McCole  should  be  deemed  lieutenant-colonel  of  the  Seventy- 
fifth  Regiment  Indiana  Volunteer  Infantry  and  entitled  to  the  pay  of  that  grade,  die 
difference  between  his  pay  and  allowances  as  a  major,  which  he  nas  received,  and  that 
of  a  lieutenant-colonel  to  which  he  would  have  been  entitled  had  he  been  mustered  for 
the  period  from  April  1, 1864,  to  June  16,  1865,  would  amount  to  $330.44  (three  hun- 
drea  and  thirty  dollars  and  forty-four  cents),  as  reported  by  the  Auditor  for  the  War 
Department. 

Bt  the  Coubt. 
Filed  March  11,  1907. 

A  true  copy  of  the  findings  of  fact  as  filed  by  the  court. 
Test  this  13th  day  of  March,  1907. 
[seal.]  John  Randolph, 

Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claimg. 


SOthCongrbss,  i  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  (Document 
l9i  Session.      J  \  No.  264. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  WILLIAM  B.  PAIJ^R. 


liBTTBB  FBOM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  COUBT  OF  CLAIMS 
TBANSMITTINa  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  COUBT 
IN  THE  CASE  OF  WILLIAM  B.  PALMEB  AGAINST  THE  UNITED 
8TATBS. 


Dbckmbkb  9,  1907.— Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

WasTiinffton,  December  4,  1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court  I  transmit  herewith  a 
certified  copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War  Claims, 
House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883,  known  as 
the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims, 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


(Court  of  CUlmt.    Congressional,  No.  12160-139.    William  B.  Palmer  v.  The  United  States.] 
STATEMENT  OF  CASE. 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the  Committee 
on  War  ClaimB  of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the  27th  day  of  March,  1906.  The 
case  was  brought  to  a  hearing  on  its  merits  on  the  11th  day  of  March,  1907. 

Meesrs.  Pennebaker  and  Jones  appeared  for  the  claimant,  and  the  Attorney-General, 
by  George  M.  Anderson,  esq.,  his  assistant  and  under  his  direction,  appeared  for  the 
defense  and  the  protection  of  the  interests  of  the  United  States. 

Hie  claimant  in  his  petition  makes  substantially  the  following  allegations: 

1.  That  he  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  and  resident  in  the  county  of  Denver,  in 
the  State  of  Colorado. 

2.  That  he,  being  the  sergeant  of  Company  C,  Fifty-third  Regiment  Illinois 
Volunteer  Infantry,  was  duly  appointed  or  commissioned  by  the  governor  of  the  State 
of  lUinois  as  second  lieutenant  tnereof  on  November  11, 1864,  ana  that  from  and  after 
said  date  he  assumed  and  performed  aU  the  duties  of  his  said  grade  until  March  29, 
1865,  when  he  was  mustered  in  as  second  lieutenant:  said  regiment  was  continuously 
below  the  minimum  number  prescribed  by  law  and  regulation,  and  for  this  reason,  and 
no  other,  he  was  refused  muster  and  recognition  in  the  grade  of  second  lieutenant 
duriiiff  add  period. 

3.  That  dnrinff  said  period  he  was  allowed  and  paid  only  the  pav  and  allowances  of  a 
•eigeant,  althou^  he  was  in  the  continuous  periormance  of  the  duties  of  second  lieu- 
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2  WILLIAM   B.  PALMER. 

Upon  the  reporta  furnished  by  the  War  and  Treasury  Departments,  and  upon  other 
evidence  and  upon  briefs  and  arguments  of  counsel,  the  court  makes  the  following 

nNDING  OF  FACT. 

1.  William  6.  Palmer,  the  claimant  in  this  case,  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  and 
resident  in  the  county  of  Denver,  in  the  State  of  Colorado. 

2.  On  November  11.  1864,  the  said  William  B.  Palmer  was  sergeant  of  Company  C, 
Fifty-third  Regiment  Illinois  Volunteer  Infantry.  On  that  date  and  until  be  was 
mustered  into  the  service,  to  wit,  on  March  29,  1865,  the  same  was  and  continued  to 
be  below  the  minimum  number  prescribed  by  General  Order  No.  182  of  the  War 
Department  of  June  20,  1863,  carrying  into  enect  section  20  of  the  act  of  Congress 
approved  March  3, 1863  (12  Stat.  L.,  p.  734). 

The  second  lieutenant  of  said  Company  C,  Fifty-third  Regiment  Illinois  Volunteer 
Infontry,  being  then  and  thereafter  out  of  service  in  said  grade,  the  duties  of  second 
lieutenant  devolved  upon  this  claimant,  who  then  and  thereafter  assumed  and  per- 
formed all  the  duties  of  second  lieutenant  of  said  Company  C,  Fifty-third  Regiment 
Illinois  Volunteer  Infantry. 

'    The  governor  of  the  State  of  Illinois  also  issued  to  this  claimant  a  commission  as 
second  lieutenant.  Company  C,  Fifty-third  Re^ment  Illinois  Volunteer  In&uitry. 

3.  On  the  said  November  11,  1864  the  musterins  officer  then  and  thereafter  refused 
to  muster  this  claimant  as  second  lieutenant  of  said  Company  C.  Fifty-third  Regiment 
Illinois  Volunteer  Infantry,  solely  because  his  command  was  below  its  minimum 
strength,  as  aforesaid,  although  he  continued  to  perform  the  duties  of  second  lieutenant 
until  he  was  mustered  into  tne  service  as  such  March  29  1865. 

4.  During  the  period  aforesaid,  to  wit.  from  November  11,  1864,  to  March  29,  1865, 
this  claimant  employed  no  servant  not  enlisted. 

5.  During  said  period  this  claimant  did  draw  rations  from  the  Government. 

6.  If  the  said  William  B.  Palmer  should  be  deemed  second  lieutenant  of  Company 
G,  Fifty-third  Regiment  Illinois  Volunteer  Infantry,  and  entitled  to  the  pay  of^that 
grade,  the  difference  between  his  pay  and  allowances  as  a  sergeant,  which  he  has 
received,  and  that  of  a  second  lieutenant,  to  which  he  would  have  been  entitled  had 
he  been  mustered  for  the  period  from  November  11,  1864.  to  March  28,  18(55,  would 
amount  to  three  hundred  and  sixty  dollars  and  sixty-five  cents  ($360.65),  as  repented 
by  the  Auditor  for  the  War  Department. 

Bt  the  Coubt. 
FUed  March  11,  1907. 

A  true  copy  of  the  findings  of  fact  as  filed  by  the  court. 

Test  this  13th  day  of  March,  1907. 

[seal.]  John  Randolph, 

Auistant  Clerk  Court  of  ClaimM. 

o 


eOmCoNOBESS,  I  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES,  j  Document 
M  Session.      J  1    No.  265. 


FINDINGS    IN  CASE  OF    CARRIE    M.  PERSONS,  EXECU- 
TRIX  OF  WILLIAM  STUBBS. 


LBTTBB  FBOM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLERK  OF  THE  C0X7BT  OF  CLAIMS 
TBANSMITTINQ  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  COX7BT 
IN  THE  CASE  OF  CABBIE  M.^PEBSONS,  EXECUTBIX  OF  WILLIAM 
STUBBS,  DECEASED,  AQAINST  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


Dkc£Mbsr  9,  1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  op  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

Washin^on,  December  4, 1907. 
Sib:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court  I  transmit  herewith  a  cer- 
tified copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War 
Claims,  House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883, 
known  as  the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


(Coort  of  OAimi.    CongresaioDAl,  No.  12,169.    Carrie  M.  Persons,  exeentrlz  of  William  Stabbt, 

deceased,  v.  The  United  States.] 

STATEMENT  OF  CASE. 

The  claim  in  the  above  entitled  case  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the  Committee 
on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the  27th  day  of  March,  1906.  The 
case  was  brought  to  a  hearine  on  its  merits  on  the  11th  day  of  March,  1907. 

Messrs.  Pennebaker  and  Jones  appeared  for  the  claimant  and  the  Attorney-General, 
by  James  A.  Tanner,  esq.,  his  assistant  and  imder  his  direction,  appeared  for  tie 
defense  and  the  protection  of  the  interests  of  the  United  States. 

The  claimant  m  her  petition  mak(»s  substantially  the  following  allegations: 

1.  That  she  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  and  resident  of  the  county  of  Cook,  in 
the  State  of  Illinois,  and  is  the  executrix  of  William  Stubbs,  deceased. 

2.  That  said  William  Stubbs,  being  the  major  of  the  Eighth  Regiment  of  Iowa  Vol- 
unteer Infantry,  was  duly  appointed  or  commissioned  by  the  governor  of  the  State  of 
Iowa  ad  colonel  thereof  on  July  1,  1865;  and  that  from  and  after  said  date  the  said 
William  Stubbs  assumed  and  performed  all  the  duties  of  his  said  grade  until  November 
15,  1865j  when  he  was  mustered  out  as  major;  said  regiment  was  continuously  below 
the  Tninimnm  number  prescribed  by  law  and  regulation,  and  for  this  reason,  and  do 
other.  Mid  "^^^iam  Stubbs  was  refused  muster  and  recognition  in  the  grade  ol  oolond 
dniog  Mid  period. 


2  CABBIE  M.  PEBSONS,  EXEOUTBIZ. 

3.  That  during  said  period  the  said  William  Stubbe  was  allowed  and  paid  only  the 

Say  and  allowances  of  a  major,  although  he  was  in  the  continuous  performance  of  the 
uties  of  colonel. 

Upon  the  reports  furnished  by  the  War  and  Treasury  Departments  and  upon  other 
evidence  and  upon  briefs  and  arguments  of  counsel  the  court  makes  the  following 

FINDINGS   OF  FACT. 

1.  Carrie  M.  Persons,  executrix  of  William  Stubbs,  deceased,  the  claimant  of  this 
case,  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  and  resident  of  the  county  of  Cook,  in  the  State 
of  Illinois. 

2.  On  July  I,  1865,  William  Stubbs  was  major  of  the  Eighth  Regiment  of  Iowa  Vol- 
unteer Infantry.  On  that  date  and  until  he  was  mustered  out  of  the  service,  to  wit, 
on  November  15, 1865,  the  same  was  and  continued  to  be  below  the  minimum  number 
prescribed  by  General  Order  No.  182  of  the  War  Department  of  June  20, 1863,  carrying 
into  effect  section  20  of  the  act  of  Congress  approved  March  3,  1863  (12  Stat.  L.,  p. 
734). 

The  colonel  of  said  Eighth  Raiment  Iowa  Volunteer  Infantry  being  then  and  there- 
after out  of  service  in  said  grade,  the  duites  of  colonel  devolved  upon  said  William 
Stubbs,  who  then  and  ther^ter  assumed  and  performed  all  the  duties  of  colonel  of 
said  Eighth  "Regiment  Iowa  Volunteer  Infantry. 

The  governor  of  the  State  of  Iowa  also  issued  to  said  William  Stubbs  a  commission  as 
colonel,  Eighth  Regiment  of  Iowa  Volunteer  Infantry. 

3.  On  the  said  July  1,  1865,  the  mustering  officer  then  and  thereafter  refused  to 
muster  the  said  William  Stubbs  as  colonel  of  said  Eighth  Regiment  of  Iowa  Volunteer 
Infantry,  solely  because  his  command  was  below  its  minimum  strength,  as  aforesaid, 
although  he  continued  to  perform  the  duties  of  colonel  until  he  was  mustered  out  of 
the  service  as  major,  November  15,  1865. 

4.  If  the  said  William  Stubbs  should  be  deemed  colonel  of  the  Eighth  Regiment  of 
Iowa  Volunteer  Infantry  and  entitled  to  the  pay  of  that  grade,  the  difference  between 
his  pay  and  allowances  as  a  major,  which  he  has  received,  and  that  of  a  colonel,  to 
which  he  would  have  been  entitled  had  he  been  mustered  from  the  period  from  July  1. 
1865,  to  November  15,  1865,  would  amount  to  four  hundred  and  eleven  dollars  and 
seventeen  cents  ($411.17),  including  short  payment  of  $1.50  and  75  cents  income  tax 
erroneously  deducted,  as  reported  by  the  Auditor  for  the  War  Department. 

By  thb  Coust. 
FUed  March  11,  1907. 

A  true  copy  of  the  findings  of  fact  as  filed  by  the  court. 

Test  this  13th  day  of  March,  1907. 

[seal.]  John  Randolph, 

AuistarU  Clerk  Court  of  Claimt. 


«(>THCk>NaBB88, )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES,  j  Document 
l8t  Session,      f  (  No.  266. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  GEORGE  T.  SHACKELFORD. 


LBTTBB  FBOM  THE  ASSISTANT  GLEBE  OF  THE  COUKT  OF  CLAOCB, 
TRANSHITTINa  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  COUBT 
IN  THE  CASE  OF  OEOBOE  T.  SHACEELFOBD  AOAINST  THE  UNITED 
STATES. 


Dbcsmbkb  9, 1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  aiKl  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

WasMn^ftoUy  December  4f  1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court,  I  transmit  herewith  a  certi- 
fied copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War  Claims, 
House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883,  known  as 
the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolpbl 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives, 


[Court  of  Clainu.    Congressional,  No.  12169-1C2.    Georgo  T.  Shackelford  v.  The  United  States.] 

STATEMENT   OF  CASE. 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the  Committee 
on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the  14tli  day  of  May,  1902.  The  case 
was  brought  to  a  hearing  on  its  merits  on  the  11th  day  of  March,  1907. 

Messrs.  Pennebaker  and  Jones  appeared  for  the  claimant,  and  the  Attorney-General, 
by  Jamee  A.  Tanner,  esq.,  his  assistant  and  under  his  direction,  appeared  for  the 
defense  and  the  protection  of  the  interests  of  the  United  States. 

Tlie  claimant  m  his  petition  makes  substantiallv  the  following  allegations: 

1.  That  he  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  and  resident  in  the  county  of  Denver, 
in  the  State  of  Colorado. 

2.  That  he,  being  the  lieutenant-colonel  of  the  Sixth  Regiment  of  Kentucky  Vol- 
unteer Infantry,  was  duly  appointed  or  commissioned  by  the  governor  of  the  State 
of  Kentucky  as  colonel  thereof  on  July  7, 1863,  and  that  from  and  after  said  date  he 
aflsumed  and  performed  all  the  duties  of  his  said  grade  until  September  1,  1863,  when 
he  was  mustered  in  as  such.  Said  regiment  was  continuously  below  the  minimum 
number  prescribed  by  law  and  regulation,  and  for  this  reason,  and  no  other,  he  was 
refused  muster  and  recognition  in  the  grade  of  colonel  during  said  period. 

3.  That  during  said  neriod  he  was  allowed  and  paid  only  the  pay  and  allowances  of 
» lieatenant-colonel,  although  he  was  in  the  continuous  performance  of  tJhe  duties  of 

OOloDflL 

Upon  the  reports  furnished  by  the  War  and  Treasury  Departments  and  upon  other 
•vkCenoe  and  upon  briefs  and  arguments  of  counsel,  the  court  msJces  the  foUovdng 


aXOBGB  T.  SHACKELFORD. 


FIKDIN08  OF  FACT. 


1.  George  T.  Shackelford,  the  claimant  in  this  case,  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States 
and  resident  in  the  county  of  Denver,  in  the  State  of  Colorado. 

2.  On  July  7,  1863,  the  said  Greoige  T.  Shackelford  was  lieutenant-colonel  of  the 
Sixth  Regiment  Kentucky  Volunteer  Infantry.  On  that  date  and  until  he  was  mus- 
tered into  the  service,  to  wit,  on  September  1, 1863,  the  same  was  and  continued  to  be 
below  the  minimum  number  prescrioed  by  General  Orders,  No.  182,  of  the  War  Depart- 
ment of  June  20,  1863,  carrymg  into  effect  section  20  of  the  act  of  Congress  approved 
March  3,  1863  (12  Stet.  L..  p.  734). 

The  colonel  of  said  Sixth  Regiment  Kentucky  Volunteer  Infantry  being  then  and 
thereafter  out  of  service  in  said  grade,  the  duties  of  colonel  devolved  upon  this  claim- 
ant, who  then  and  thereafter  assumed  and  performed  all  the  duties  of  colonel  of  said 
Sixth  Regiment  Kentucky  Volunteer  Infantry. 

The  governor  of  the  State  of  Kentucky  also  issued  to  this  claimant  a  commission 
as  colonel  Sixth  Regiment  Kentucky  Volunteer  Infantry. 

.  S'.  On  the  said  July  7,  1863,  the  mustering  officer  then  and  thereafter  refused  to 
muster  this  claimant  as  colonel  of  said  Sixth  Re^ment  Kentucky  Volunteer  Infantry, 
solely  because  his  command  was  below  its  minmium  strength,  as  aforesaid,  although 
he  continued  to  perfohn  the  duties  of  colonel  until  he  was  mustered  into  the  service 
as  such  September  1,  1863. 

4.  If  the  said  George  T.  Shackelford  should  be  deemed  colonel  of  the  Sixth  Regi- 
ment Kentucky  Volunteer  Infantry  and  entitled  to  the  pay  of  that  grade,  the  difference 
between  his  pav  and  allowances  as  a  lieutenant-colonel,  which  he  has  received,  and 
that  of  a  colonel,  to  which  he  would  have  been  entitled  had  he  been  mustered  for  the 

Seriod  from  July  7,  1863,  to  August  31,  1863,  would  amount  to  $43.80  (forty-three 
ollars  and  eighty  cents),  as  reported  by  the  Auditor  for  the  War  Department. 

By  thi  Court. 
Filed  March  11,  1907. 

A  true  copy  of  the  findings  of  fact  as  filed  by  the  court. 

Test  this  13th  day  of  March,  1907. 

[SBAL.]  John  Randolph, 

AuUtarU  Clerk  Court  of  ClaimB. 


60th  Congress,  I  HOUSE  OF  KEPEESENTATIVES.  (Document 
l8t  Session,     f  1  No.  267. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  JOHN  H.  STEBBS. 


LBTTEB  FBOM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEBE  OF  THE  C0X7BT  OF  CLAOCB, 
TBANSMTTTINa  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINQS  FILED  BY  THE  COUBT 
IN  THE  CASE  OF  JOHN  H.  STIBBS  AGAINST  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


DscBMBKR  9,  1907. — ^Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  ClaimB  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

Wdshington,  December  4f  1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court  I  transmit  herewith  a  certi- 
fied copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause,  which 
case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War  Claims, 
House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883,  known  as 
the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Ulaims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Court  of  Claims.   CongreMioiuU,  Nos.  12169-12173.   John  H.  Btibbs  o.  The  United  Statet.) 

STATEMENT  OP  CASE. 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the  Committee 
on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the  27th  day  of  March,  1906.  The 
case  was  brought  to  a  hearing  on  its  merits  on  the  11  th  day  of  ^larch,  1907. 

Messrs.  Pennebaker  <&  Jones  appeared  for  the  claimant,  and  the  Attorney-General, 
by  George  M.  Anderson,  esq.,  his  assistant  and  under  his  direction,  appeared  for  the 
defense  and  the  protection  of  the  interests  of  the  United  States. 

The  claimant  m  his  petition  makes  substantially  the  following  allegations: 

1.  That  he  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  and  resident  in  the  county  of  Cook,  in  the 
State  of  lUinois. 

2.  That  he,  being  the  lieutenant-colonel  of  the  Twelfth  Regiment  of  Iowa  Volunteer 
Infantry,  was  duly  appointed  or  commissioned  bv  the  govenior  of  the  State  of  Iowa  as 
colonel  Uiereof  on  February  11,  1865:  and  that  from  and  after  said  date  he  assumed 
and  performed  all  the  duties  of  his  said  grade  until  September  18,  1865,  when  he  was 
mustered  in  as  such;  said  regiment  was  continuously  below  the  minimum  number 
prescribed  by  law  and  regulati  >n.  and  for  this  reason,  and  no  other,  he  was  refused 
muster  mnd  recognition  in  the  grade  of  colonel  during  said  period. 

3.  That  during  said  period  he  was  allowed  and  paid  only  tne  pay  and  allowances  of  a 
lieutenant-colonel,  altnough  he  was  in  the  continuous  performance  of  the  duties  of 

OOIOD^. 

Upon  the  reports  furnished  by  the  War  and  Treasury  Departments,  and  upon  other 
•vioeiioe  and  upon  briefs  and  arguments  of  counsel,  the  court  makes  the  following 


John  h.  stibbs. 


FINDIN08  OF  FACT. 


1.  John  H.  Stibbs,  the  claimant  in  this  case,  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  and 
resident  in  the  county  of  Cook,  in  the  State  of  Illinois. 

2.  On  February  11,  1865,  the  said  John  H.  Stibbs  was  lieutenant-colonel  of  the 
Twelfth  Regiment  Iowa  Volimteer  Infant^.  On  that  date  and  until  he  was  mustered 
into  the  service — ^to  wit,  on  September  18,  1865 — the  same  was  and  continued  to  be 
below  the  minimum  number  prescribed  by  General  Orders.  No.  182,  of  the  War  Depart- 
ment of  June  20,  1863,  carrymg  into  effect  section  20  of  the  act  of  Congress  approved 
March  3,  1863.     (12  Stat.  L.,  p.  734). 

The  colonel  of  said  Twelfth  Reeiment  Iowa  Volunteer  In^ntry  being  then  and 
thereafter  out  of  service  in  said  grade,  the  duties  of  colonel  devolved  upon  this  claim- 
ant, who  then  and  thereafter  assumed  and  performed  all  the  duties  of  colonel  of  said 
Twelfth  Regiment  Iowa  Volunt^r  Infantry. 

The  governor  of  the  State  of  Iowa  also  issued  to  this  claimant  a  conmiission  as  colonel 
Twelfth  Regiment  Iowa  Volunteer  Infantry. 

*  3.  On  the  said  February  11,  1865,  the  mustering  officer  then  and  thereafter  refused 
to  muster  this  claimant  as  colonel  of  said  Twelfth  Regiment  Iowa  Volunteer  In&uitry, 
solely  because  his  command  was  below  its  minimum  strength,  as  aforesaid,  althou^ 
he  continued  to  perform  the  duties  of  colonel  until  he  was  mustered  into  tne  service 
88  such,  September  18,  1865. 

4.  If  the  said  John  H.  Stibbe  should  be  deemed  colonel  of  the  Twelfth  Regiment 
Iowa  Volunteer  Infantry  and  entitled  to  the  pav  of  that  grade,  the  difference  between 
his  pay  and  allowances  as  a  lieutenant-colonel  which  he  has  received  and  that  of  a 
colonel  to  which  he  would  have  been  entitled  had  he  been  mustered  for  the  period 
from  February  11, 1865  to  September  17, 1865,  would  amount  to  $216.18  (two  hundred 
and  sixteen  dollars  and  eighteen  cents)  as  reported  by  the  Auditor  for  the  War  Depart- 
ment, induding  an  erroneous  stoppage  of  $1.78  tax. 

Bt  ths  Coubt. 

Filed  March  11, 1907. 

A  true  copy  of  the  £bidings  of  fact  as  filed  by  the  court. 

Test  this  13th  day  of  March,  1907. 

[seal.]  John  Randolph. 

Asnstcmi  Clerk  Court  qf  Claimt. 


6(>raOoNGBB8S, )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  J  Document 
MSenian.     [  (    No.  268. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  JOHN  W.  SALE. 


LSTTEB  FBOM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLERK  OF  THE  COUBT  OF  CLAIMS 
TRANSKITTINa  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  COUBT 
IN  THE  CASE  OF  JOHN  W.  SALE  AGAINST  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


Dbcbmbul  9, 1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  h% 

printed. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

Washin^on^  Decemher  4,  1907. 
Sm:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court,  I  transmit  herewith  a  cer- 
tified copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War 
Claims,  House  of  Representatives,  imder  the  act  of  March  3,  1883, 
known  as  the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  Hou.se  of  liepresfntatives. 


[Court  of  culms.    Congressional,  No.  121G9-175.    John  W.  Sale  v.  The  United  StatetJ 
STATEMENT  OF  CASE. 

The  daim  in  the  above-entitled  case  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the  Committee 
on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the  27th  day  of  March,  1906.  The 
case  was  brought  to  a  hearing  on  its  merits  on  the  11th  day  of  March,  1907. 

MeHTB.  Fennebaker  &  Jones  appeared  for  the  claimant,  and  the  Attorney-General, 
by  George  M.  Anderson,  esq.,  his  assistant  and  under  his  direction,  appeared  for  the 
defense  and  the  protection  of  the  interests  of  the  United  States. 

llie  claimant  in  his  petition  makes  substantially  the  following  allegations: 

1.  That  he  is'a  citizen  of  the  United  States  and  resident  in  the  County  of  AUen,  in 
the  State  of  Indiana. 

2.  That  he,  being  the  first  sergeant  of  Company  C,  Sixty-seventh  Regiment  of 
Indiana  Volunteer  Infantry,  was  duly  appointed  or  commissioned  by  the  govemor 
of  the  State  of  Indiana  as  second  lieutenant  thereof  on  March  1.  1864;  and  that  from 
and  after  said  date  he  assumed  and  performed  all  the  duties  of  his  said  grade  until 
December  24^  1864,  when  he  was  mustered  in  as  such;  said  regiment  was  continuously 
bdoir  the  mmimum  number  prescribed  by  law  and  regulation,  and  for  this  reason, 
and  no  other,  he  was  refused  muster  and  recognition  in  uie  grade  of  second  lieutenant 
duringaaid  p^od. 

3.  That  during  said  period  he  was  allowed  and  paid  only  the  pay  and  aUowances 
of  a  fint  eeigeant,  although  he  was  in  the  continuous  performance  of  the  duties  of 
■econd  lieutenant. 

Upon  the  reports  furnished  by  the  War  and  Treasury  Departments  and  upon  other 
•vioeDoe  and  upon  briefs  and  arguments  of  counsel  the  court  makes  the  following 


JOHN    W.  SALE. 


fINDINOS  OF  FACT. 


1.  John  W.  Sale,  the  claimant  in  this  case,  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  Steles  and 
resident  in  the  county  of  Allen,  in  the  State  of  Indiana. 

2.  On  March  1, 1864,  the  said  John  W.  Sale  was  first  sergeant  of  Company  C,  Sixty- 
seventh  Regiment  Indiana  Volunteer  Infantry.  On  that  date  and  imtd  he  was  mus- 
tered into  the  service,  to  wit,  on  December  24,  1864,  the  same  was  and  continued  to 
be  below  the  minimum  number  prescribed  bv  General  Order  No.  182  of  the  War 
Department  of  June  20, 1863,  carrying  into  effect  section  20  of  the  act  of  Congress 
aprooved  March  3,  1863.    (12  Stot.  L.,  p.  7340 

The  second  lieutenant  of  said  Company  C,  Sixty-seventh  Regiment  Indiana  Volun- 
teer Infantry,  beine  then  and  thereafter  out  of  service  in  said  grade,  the  duties  of 
second  lieutenant  devolved  upon  this  claimant,  who  then  and  thereafter  assumed 
and  performed  all  the  duties  of  second  lieutenant  of  said  Company  C,  Sixty-eeventh 
R^ment  Indiana  Volunteer  Infantry. 

The  eovemor  of  the  State  of  Indiana  also  issued  to  this  claimant  a  commission  as 
second  lieutenant.  Company  C,  Sixty-seventh  Regiment  Indiana  Volunteer  Infantry. 

3.  On  the  said  March  1,  1864,  the  mustering  omcer  then  and  thereafter  refused  to 
muster  this  claimant  as  second  lieutenant  of  said  Company  C,  Sixty-seventh  Regi- 
ment Indiana  Volunteer  Infantry,  solely  because  his  conmiand  was  below  its  mini- 
mum strength,  as  aforesaid,  although  he  continued  to  perform  the  duties  of  second 
lieutenant  imtil  he  was  mustered  into  the  service  as  such  December  24, 1864. 

4.  If  the  said  John  W.  Sale  should  be  deemed  second  lieutenant  of  Company  C, 
Sixty-seventh  Regiment  Indiana  Volunteer  Infantry  and  entitled  to  the  pay  of  that 
grade,  the  difference  between  his  pay  and  allowances  as  a  first  seigeant,  which  he  has 
received,  and  that  of  a  second  lieutenant,  without  servant,  to  which  he  would  have 
been  entitled  had  he  been  m'*stered  for  the  period  from  March  1,  1864,  to  December 
23,  1864,  would  be  stated  as  follows,  as  reported  by  the  Auditor  for  the  War  Depart- 
ment: 

Second  lieutenant's  pay,  9  months  and  22  days $438.00 

Second  lieutenant's  subsistence,  297  days 356. 40 

Total 704.40 

Debits: 

Pay  received  as  first  sergeant,  above  period $225. 60 

Clothing  received  as  fiist  seigeant.  aoove  period 34. 07 

Subsistence  as  first  sereeant,  297  days 85. 11 

Original  and  additional  bounty  forfeited 150.00 

494.78 

Balance  due  claimant 299.62 

(Two  hundred  and  ninety-nine  dollars  and  sixty-two  cents.) 

By  the  Coubt. 
FUed  March  11,  1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  13th  day  of  March,  1907. 

[seal.]  John  Randolph, 

AuistarU  Clerk  Court  of  Ciaim». 


BOTH  Congress,  1  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES,  j  Document 
IsiSeman.      t  1    No.  269. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  GEORGE  W.  CLARK. 


UPTTEB,  FBOM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLBBK  OF  THE  COimT  OF  CLAIMB 
TRANSMTTTINa  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  COUKT 
IN  THE  CASE  OF  OEOKQE  W.  CLAKE  AGAINST  THE  UNITED 
STATES. 


Decbmbul  9, 1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

Washingtonj  December  4,  1907. 
Sib:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court,  I  transmit  herewith  a  certi- 
fied copy  of  the  finding  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause,  which 
case  was  referred  to  tms  court  by  the  Committee  on  War  Claims,  House 
Oi  Representatives,  imder  the  act  of  March  3,  1883,  known  as  the 
Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Court  of  Claims.    Congressional,  No.  1216&-21.    George  W.  Clark  o.  The  United  States.] 
STATEMENT  OP  CASE. 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the  Committee 
on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the  14th  day  of  May,  1902.  The  case 
was  brought  to  a  hearing  on  its  merits  on  the  18th  day  of  March,  1907. 

Messrs.  Pennebaker  and  Jones  appeared  for  the  claimant  and  the  Attorney-General, 
by  James  A.  Tanner,  esq. ,  his  assistant  and  under  his  direction,  appeared  for  tlie  defense 
and  the  protection  of  the  interests  of  the  United  States. 

The  claimant  in  his  petition  makes  substantially  the  following  allegations: 

1.  That  he  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  and  resident  in  the  southern  district  in 
the  Indian  Territory. 

2.  That  he,  being  the  first  sergeant  of  Company  I,  Sixth  Regiment  of  Iowa  Volunteer 
Infantry,  was  duly  appointed  or  commissioned  by  the  governor  of  the  State  of  Iowa  as 
first  lieutenant  thereof  on  October  24,  J  803;  and  that  from  and  after  said  date  he  assumed 
and  performed  all  the  duties  of  his  said  grade  untU  December  19.  1803,  when  he  was 
mustered  in  as  such;  said  regiment  was  continuously  below  the  minimum  number  pre- 
scribed by  law  and  regulation,  and  for  this  reason,  and  no  other,  he  was  refused  muster 
and  recognition  in  the  grade  of  first  lieutenant  during  said  period. 

3.  That  during  said  period  he  was  allowed  and  paid  only  the  pav  and  allowances  of  a 
first  sergeant,  although  he  was  in  the  continuous  performance  of  the  duties  of  first  lieu- 
tenant. 

Upon  the  reports  furnished  by  the  War  and  Treasury  Departments  and  upon  other 
mdence  and  upon  briefs  and  arguments  of  counsel  the  court  makes  the  following 


2  QBOBGE   W.    CLARK. 

FINDINGS  OF  FACT. 

1.  George  W.  Clark,  the  claimant  in  this  case,  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  and 
resident  in  the  southern  district  of  Indian  Territory. 

2.  On  October  24,  1863,  the  said  George  W.  Clark  was  first  sergeant  of  Company  I, 
Sixth  Regiment  Iowa  Volunteer  Infantry.  On  that  date  and  until  he  was  mustered 
into  the  service,  to  wit,  on  December  19, 1863,  the  same  was  and  continued  to  be  below 
the  minimum  number  prescribed  by  General  Order  No.  182  of  the  War  Department  of 
June  20,  1863,  carrying  into  effect  section  20  of  the  act  of  Congress  approved  March  3, 
1863.     (12  Stat.  L.,  p.  734.) 

The  nrst  lieutenant  of  said  Company  I,  Sixth  Regiment  Iowa  Volunteer  Infantry, 
beinff  then  and  thereafter  out  of  service  in  said  grade,  the  duties  of  first  lieutenant 
devolved  upon  this  claimant,  who  then  and  thereaiter  assumed  and  performed  all  the 
duties  of  first  lieutenant  of  said  Company  I,  Sixth  Regiment  Iowa  Volunteer  Infantry. 

The  governor  of  the  State  of  Iowa  also  issued  to  this  claimant  a  commission  as  first 
lieutenant  Company  I,  Sixth  Regiment  Iowa  Volunteer  Infantry. 

3.  On  the  said  October  24,  1883,  the  musterii^  officer  then  and  thereafter  refused  to 
muster  this  claimant  as  first  lieutenant  of  said  Company  I,  Sixth  Regiment  Iowa  Vol- 
unteer Infantry,  solely  because  his  command  was  below  its  minimum  8trenfi:th,  as  afore- 
said, although  he  continued  to  perform  the  duties  of  first  lieutenant  until  he  was  mus- 
tered into  the  service  as  such  December  19, 1863. 

4.  If  the  said  George  W.  Clark  should  be  deemed  first  lieutenant  of  Company  I, 
Sixth  Regimnet  Iowa  Volunteer  Infantry,  and  entitled  to  the  pay  of  that  gnule,  the 
difference  between  his  pay  and  allowances  as  a  first  sergeant,  which  he  has  received, 
and  that  of  a  first  lieutenant,  to  which  he  would  have  been  entitled  had  he  been  mus- 
tered, for  the  period  from  October  24,  1863,  to  December  18,  1863,  would  amount  to 
1106.26  (one  hundred  and  six  dollars  and  twenty-six  cents),  as  reported  by  the  Auditor 
for  the  War  Department. 

Bt  the  Court. 
Filed  March  18, 1907. 

A  true  copy  of  the  findings  of  fact  as  filed  by  the  court. 

Test  this  19th  day  of  March,  1907. 

[SBAL.]  John  Randolph, 

AssistarU  Clerk  Court  of  Claimg. 


60IH  Congress,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES,  j  Document 
.  l9t  Session,      f  (   No.  270. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  JAMES  S.  DE  LAND. 


UrrTBB  FROM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLERK  OF  THE  COUBT  OF  CLAIMS 
TBANSMTTTINa  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  COTJBT 
XH  THB  CASE  OF  JAKES  S.  DE  LAND  AGAINST  THE  T7NITBD 
ffTATES. 


Dbckmber  9, 1907.— Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  op  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

WdsTiington,  December  4, 1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court  I  transmit  herewith  a  cer- 
tified copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War 
Claims,  House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883, 
known  as  the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Cherk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Coart  of  ClAimt.    Congressional,  No.  12169-^.    James  8.  De  lADd  v.  The  United  States.] 
STATEMENT  OF  CASE. 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the  Committee 
D  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the  27th  day  of  March,  1906.    The 
ise  was  brought  to  a  hearing  on  its  merits  on  the  18th  day  of  March,  1907. 
MesBTB.  Pennebaker  and  Jones  appeared  for  the  claimant  and  the  Attorney-General, 
by  his  assistant  and  under  his  direction,  appeared  for  the  defense  and  the  protection  of 
the  interests  of  the  United  States. 
The  claimant  in  his  petition  makes  substantially  the  following  allegations: 

1.  That  he  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  and  resident  in  the  city  of  Detroit,  in  the 
State  c^  Michi^n. 

2.  That  he,  oeing  the  sergeant-major  of  the  First  Renment  of  Michigan  Sharp- 
■hooters  VolunteeiB,  was  duly  appointed  or  commissioned  by  the  governor  of  the  State 
d  Michigan  as  first  lieutenant  tnereof  on  June  20, 1864;  and  that  from  and  after  July  7, 
18M,  he  assumed  and  performed  all  the  duties  of  his  said  grade  until  September  13, 
18^,  when  he  was  mustered  in  as  such;  said  regiment  was  continuouslv  below  the 
minimum  number  prescribed  by  law  and  regulation,  and  for  this  reason  ana  no  other  he 
was  refused  muster  and  recoenition  in  the  grade  of  first  lieutenant  during  said  period. 

3.  That  during  said  period  he  was  allowed  and  paid  only  the  pay  and  allowances  of  a 
H^geant-major,  although  he  was  in  the  continuous  performance  of  the  duties  of  first 
tteateDant. 

UiKm  the  reports  furnished  by  the  War  and  Treasury  Departments  and  upon  other 
maenoe  and  upon  bnefsand  aigumenta  of  counsel  the  court  makes  the  following 


2  JAMK8   8.    DE  LAND. 

fINDINOa  OP  PACT. 

1.  James  S.  De  Land,  the  claimant  in  this  case,  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  and 
resident  in  the  city  of  Detroit,  in  the  State  of  Michigan. 

2.  On  July  7,  1864,  the  said  James  S.  De  Land  was  sergeant-major  of  the  First  Regi- 
ment Michigan  Volunteer  Sharpshooters.  On  that  date  and  until  he  was  mustex^ 
out  of  the  service,  to  wit,  on  September  13,  1864,  the  same  was  and  continued  to  be 
below  the  minimum  number  prescribed  by  General  Order  No.  182  of  the  War  Depart- 
ment of  June  20,  1863,  carrying  into  effect  section  20  of  the  act  of  Congress  approved 
March 3, 1863.    (12  Stat.  L., p.  734.) 

The  first  lieutenant  of  saia  Company  E,  First  Regiment  Michigan  Volunteer  Sharp- 
shooters, being  then  and  thereafter  out  of  service  in  said  grade,  the  duties  of  first  lieu- 
tenant devolved  upon  this  claimant,  who  then  and  thereafter  assumed  and  performed 
all  the  duties  of  firat  lieutenant  of  said  Company  E,  First  Regiment  Michigan  Volun- 
teer Sharpshooters.  II 

The  governor  of  the  State  of  Michigan  also  issued  to  this  claimant  a  commission  as 
first  lieutenant.  Company  E,  First  Regiment  Michigan  Volunteer  Sharpshooters. 

3.  On  the  said  July  7,  1864,  the  musterinc  officer  then  and  thereafter  refused  to 
muster  this  claimant  as  first  lieutenant  of  saiof  Company  E,  First  Regiment  Michigan 
Volunteer  Sharpshooters,  solely  because  his  conunand  was  below  its  minimum  stren^pth 
as  aforesaid,  although  he  continued  to  perform  the  duties  of  first  lieutenant  until  he 
was  mustered  into  the  service  as  such  September  13, 1864. 

4.  During  the  period  aforesaid,  to  wit,  from  July  7,  1864,  to  September  12,  1864, 
this  claimant  emplojred  one  servant,  not  enlisted. 

5.  During  said  period  this  claimant  did  not  draw  rations  from  the  Government. 

6.  If  the  said  James  S.  De  Land  should  be  deemed  first  lieutenant  of  Company  E, 
First  Regiment  Michifi;an  Volunteer  Sharpshooters,  and  entitled  to  the  pay  of  that 
grade,  the  difference  oetween  his  pay  and  allowances  as  a  sergeant-major  which  he 
nas  received,  and  that  of  a  first  lieutenant,  to  which  he  would  have  been  entitled  had 
he  been  mustered  for  the  period  from  July  7,  1864,  to  September  12,  1864,  would 
amount  to  $202.88  (two  hundred  and  two  dollars  and  eighty-eight  cents),  as  reported 
by  the  Auditor  for  the  War  Department,  including  $1.08  income  tax  erroneouisly 
deducted. 

By  the  Coubt. 
FUed  March  18,  1907. 

A  true  copy  of  the  findings  of  fact  as  filed  by  the  court. 

Test  this  19th  day  of  March,  1907. 

[seal.]  John  Randolph, 

Asnstant  Clerk  Court  qf  daimi. 


SOthConobess,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  J  Document 
l9i  Seman.     \  \    No.  271. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  JOHN  H.  DANKS,  SON  OF  JOHN 

A.  DANKS. 


ISTTEB  FROM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  COUBT  OF  CLAIMS, 

TRANSiarrtNa  a  copy  of  the   findings  filed  by  the 

OOT7BT  IN  the   CASE   OF   JOHN   H.   DANKS,  SON  AND  HEIB   OF 
JOHN  A.  DANKS,  DECEASED,  AGAINST  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


Dbcbmbbb  9, 1907. — ^Beferred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

Washington  J  December  4,  1907. 
Sib:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court  I  transmit  herewith  a  cer- 
tified copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War  Claims, 
House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883,  known  as 
the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Chima. 
Hod.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


(Coort  of  Clatma.    Cosffreasional,  No.  12160-39.    John  H.  Dsnlcs,  son  and  sole  heir  of  John  A.  Danki, 
deoeased,  v.  The  United  States.] 

STATEMENT  OF  CASB. 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the  Committee 
on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Reprcsontatives  on  the  14th  day  of  May,  1902.  The 
ctse  was  brought  to  a  hearing  on  its  merits  on  the  18th  day  of  March,  1907. 

Messrs.  Pennebaker  and  Jones  appeared  for  the  claimant,  and  the  Attorney  General, 
by  James  A.  Tanner,  esq.,  his  assistant  and  under  his  direction,  appeared  for  the 
defense  and  the  protection  of  the  interests  of  the  United  States. 

The  claimant  in  his  petition  makes  substantially  the  following  allegations: 

1.  That  he  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  and  resident  of  the  county  of  Allegheny, 
in  Uie  State  of  Pennsylvania,  and  is  the  son  and  sole  heir  of  John  A.  Danks,  deceased. 

2.  That  said  John  A.  Danks,  being  the  lieutenant-colonel  of  the  Sixty;- third  Reei- 
ment  of  Pennsylvania  Volunteer  Infantry,  was  duly  appointed  or  commissioned  by  tne 
govemor  of  the  State  of  Pennsylvania  as  colonel  thereof  on  July  1,  1863.  and  that  from 
and  alter  said  date  the  said  John  A.  Danks  assumed  and  performed  all  tne  duties  of  his 
add  grade  until  August  5. 1864,  when  he  was  mustered  out  as  lieutenant-colonel.  Said 
icgimeiit  waa  oontinuously  below  the  minimum  number  prescribed  by  law  and  regula- 
Ikm,  asMl  for  this  reason,  and  no  other,  said  John  A.  Danks  was  refused  muster  and 
liQOgiittaoii  m  tbe  grade  of  colonel  during  said  period. 


2  JOHN  H.    BANKS. 

3.  That  during  said  period  the  said  John  A.  Danks  was  allowed  and  paid  only  the  pay 
and  allowances  of  a  lieutenant-colonel  although  he  was  in  the  continuous  penormance 
of  the  duties  of  colonel. 

Upon  the  reports  furnished  by  the  War  and  Treasury  Departments  and  upon  other 
evidence  and  upon  briefs  and  arguments  of  counsel  the  court  makes  the  following 

FINDINGS   OP  PACT. 

1.  JohnH.  Danks,  the  claimant  of  this  case,  citizen  of  the  United  States,  and  resident 
of  the  county  of  Allegheny,  in  the  State  of  Pennsylvania. 

2.  On  July  1,  1863,  John  A.  Danks  was  lieutenant-colonel  of  the  Sixty-third  Regi- 
ment of  Pennsylvania  Volunteer  Infantry.  On  that  date  and  until  he  was  mustered 
out  of  the  service,  to  wit,  on  August  5, 1864,  the  same  was  and  continued  to  be  below  the 
minimum  number  prescribed  by  General  Order  No.  182  of  the  War  Department  of  June 
20, 1863,  carrying  into  effect  section  20  of  the  act  of  Congress  approv^  March  3, 1863. 
(12  Stat.  L.,  p.  734.) 

The  colonel  of  said  Sixty-third  Regiment  Pennsylvania  Volunteer  Infantry  being 
then  and  thereafter  out  of  service  in  said  grade,  the  duties  of  colonel  devolved  upon 
said  John  A.  Danks,  who  then  and  thereafter  assumed  and  performed  all  the  duties  of 
colonel  of  said  Sixty- third  Rep^ment  Pennsylvania  Volunteer  Infantry  until  August  5, 
1864,  when  mustered  out  as  lieutenant-colonel. 

The  governor  of  the  State  of  Pennsylvania  also  issued  to  said  John  A.  Danks  a  com- 
mission as  colonel  Sixty-third  Regiment  of  Pennsylvania  Volunteer  Infantry. 

3.  On  the  said  July  1,  1863,  the  mustering  ofhcer  then  and  thereafter  refused  to 
mustei^the  said  John  A.  Danks  as  colonel  of  said  Sixty-third  Regiment  of  Pennsyl- 
vania Volunteer  Infantry,  solely  because  his  command  was  below  itir  minimum 
strength,  as  aforesaid,  although  he  continued  to  perform  the  duties  of  colonel  until 
he  was  mustered  out  of  the  service  as  lieutenant-colonel,  August  5,  1864. 

4.  If  the  said  John  A.  Danks  should  be  deemed  colonel  of  tne  Sixty-third  Regiment 
of  Pennsylvania  Volunteer  Infantry  and  entitled  to  the  pay  of  that  ^rade,  the  differ- 
ence between  his  pay  and  allowances  as  a  lieutenant-colonel,  which  he  has  received, 
and  that  of  a  colonel,  to  which  he  would  have  been  entitled  had  he  been  mustered  from 
the  period  from  Julv  1, 1863,  to  August  5, 1864,  would  amount  to  $187.81  (one  hundred 
and  eighty-seven  dollars  and  eighty-one  cents),  as  reported  by  the  Auditor  for  the 
War  Department,  including  a  deduction  of  $3.30  income  tax  on  remuster. 

Bt  thb  Coust. 
Filed  March  18,  1907. 

A  true  copy  of  the  findings  of  fact  as  filed  by  the  court. 

Test  this  19th  day  of  March,  1907. 

[seal.]  John  Randolph, 

Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  ClaimM. 


eOiHCoNOBBSS, )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  JDocument 
l8t  Susion.      J  I  No.  272. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  RICHARD  N.  DOYLE. 


liBTTEB  FBOM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  COUBT  OF  OUOKS 
TBANSMITTINa  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  COUBT 
XH  THE  CASE  OF  BICHABD  N.  DOYLE  AGAINST  THE  UNITED 
STATES. 


DsCBMBXB  9, 1907.— Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

Washirigtonj  December  4,  1907. 
Sib:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court,  I  transmit  herewith  a  cer- 
tified copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War  Claims, 
House  of  Representatives,  imder  the  act  of  March  3,  1883,  known  as 
the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Cleric  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


(Court  of  CUims.    Congrossionsl,  No.  1216^43.    Richiird  N.  Doyle  v.  The  United  States.] 
STATEMENT  OP  CASE. 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the  Committee 
on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the  14th  day  of  May,  1902.  The 
case  was  brought  to  a  hearing  on  its  merits  on  the  18th  day  of  March,  1907. 

Messrs.  Pennebaker  <fe  Jones  appeared  for  the  claimant,  and  the  Attorney-General, 
by  James  A.  Tanner,  esq.,  his  assistant  and  under  his  direction,  appeared  for  the 
defense  and  the  protection  of  the  interests  of  the  United  States. 

The  claimant  m  his  petition  makes  substantially  the  following  allegations: 

1.  That  he  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  and  resident  in  the  county  of  Los  Angeles, 
m  the  State  of  California. 

2.  That  he,  being  the  captain  of  Company^  H,  Eight  Regiment  Michigan  Volun- 
teer Infemtry,  was  duly  appointed  or  commissioned  by  the  governor  of  the  State  of 
Michigan  as  lieutenant-colonel  thereof  on  May  7,  1864,  and  that  from  and  after  said 
date  he  assumed  and  performed  all  the  duties  of  his  said  grade  until  August  11,  1865, 
when  he  was  musterea  out  as  major;  said  regiment  was  continuously  below  the  mini- 
mum number  prescribed  by  law  and  regulation,  and  for  this  reason,  and  no  other,  he 
was  refused  muster  and  recognition  in  the  grade  of  lieutenant-colonel  during  said 
period. 

3.  That  during  said  period  he  was  allowed  and  paid  only  the  pay  and  allowances 
of  a  captain  and  major,  although  he  was  in  the  continuous  performance  of  the  duties 
of  lieutenant-colonel. 

Upcm  the  reports  furnished  by  the  War  and  Treasury  Departments,  and  upon  other 
I  and  upon  fadefi  and  arguments  of  counsel,  the  court  makes  the  following 
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UiKmtli 
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%  Bicbfti^  N^  Dc^yl^,  t1i6  claim&nt  in  ilib  caae,  is  ^  citizen  of  tlie  TTnited  States 

ftod  teBident  in  the  county  of  Lue  AtigeJes,  m  the  State  of  California. 

2.  On  May  7,  1804 ♦  the  said  Richard  N.  Doyle  waa  captain  of  C-oiBpany  H,  Eichth 
Regiment  Michigan  Volunteer  Iniaotry*  On  that  date  and  until  he  waB  mCiEtored  out 
of  the  service,  to  wit,  on  August  11, 1S65,  the  same  was  and  continued  to  be  below  the 
mitiimum  number  prescribed  by  General  Order  No*  1S2  of  the  War  Department  of 
June  20,  1863,  carrvjng  into  effect  section  ZO  of  the  act  of  Con^'ces  approved  March  3, 
1863  (12  Stat.  L.,  p.  734). 

The  lieutenant*colonel  of  eaid  Eighth  Regiment  Michigan  Volunteer  Infantay  being 
then  and  thereafter  out  of  iervice  in  said  ^rade,  the  duties  of  lieutenant-colonel  de- 
volved upon  thta  claimant*  who  then  and  thereafter  aeaumed  and  performed  all  the 
duties  of  lieutenant-colonel  of  said  Eighth  Reeiment  Michigan  Volunteer  Infaniry, 

The  governor  of  the  State  of  Michigan  alw  lesited  to  thb  claimant  a  commission  tfl 
lieutt^naut-colonol.  Eighth  Regiment  Mich icran  Volunteer  Infantry* 

3.  On  the  M.id  May  7,  1864,  the  mustering  officer  then  and  tnereafter  refund  to 
muater  this  claimant' as  lieutenant-colonel  of  eaid  Eighth  Reg^iment  Michigan  Volun* 
te^r  Infantry  solely  becauBe  his  command  was  below  its  minimum  strength ♦  as  i.fore- 
Slid  J  although  he  continued  tJj  perform  the  duties  of  lieutenant-colonel  until  he  was 
mu5teri>d  out  of  the  service  as  major^  August  11,  1SII5. 

4.  If  the  said  Richard  N.  Doyle  should  be  deemed  lieutenant-colonel  of  tlie  Eifhtb 
Regiment  Michigan  Volunteer  Infantry  and  entitled  to  the  pay  of  that  grade,  the  dif- 
ference between  ni&  pay  and  allowances  a?  a  captain  and  major  which  he  has  received* 
and  that  of  a  lieutenant-colonel  to  which  he  wtiuld  have  been  entitled  had  he  bee^ 
muptered  for  the  p-L^iod  from  May  7.  1^64,  to  Au^st  11, 1865,  would  amount  to  $397. &7 
{tliree  hundred  and  nine  ly-eeven  dollars  and  nmety-seven  cents),  as  reported  by  the 
Auditor  for  the  War  Department,  iucluding  a  short  payment  of  |6*58- 

,^  ^M        m  ^^  TBI  Court,  m 

roedMazchia,1907. 

A  triie  copy  of  the  findings  of  lact  ai  filed  hw  Hm  oourt 
Test  thia  1^  day  of  Maieh,  1907. 

itiiitoa  CM  Cbini  ^  Omii. 


COth Congress,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  (Document 
1st  Session,      f  (    No.  273. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  WILLIAM  W.  DUTCHER. 


UnTBB  FROM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  COTJBT  OF  CLAIMS, 
TRANSMITTINa  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE 
COT7BT  IN  THE  CASE  OF  WILLIAM  W.  DXJTCHEB  AGAINST  THE 
TTNTTED  STATES. 


Dbckmbbb  9, 1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  %nd  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  of  Claims^  Clerk's  Office, 

^'asTiingtonj  December  4,  1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court  I  transmit  herewith  a  cer- 
tified copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  coiut  by  the  Committee  on  War 
Claims,  House  of  Representatives,  imder  the  act  of  Marcii  3,  1883, 
known  as  the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


i 


(Comt  of  CLOmi.    C^mgreisional,  No.  12160-45.    William  W.  Datoher  v.  The  UniUd  States.] 

STATEMENT  OF  CASE. 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the  Committee 
on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the  14th  day  of  May,  1902.  The 
case  was  brought  to  a  hearing  on  its  merits  on  the  18th  day  of  March,  1907. 

Meflsrs.  Pennebaker  and  Jones  appeared  for  the  claimant,  and  the  Attorney-General, 
by  Jamee  A.  Tanner,  esq.,  his  assistant  and  under  his  direction,  appeared  for  the 
defense  and  the  protection  of  the  interests  of  the  United  States. 

The  claimant  m  his  petition  makes  substantially  the  following  allegations: 

1.  That  he  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  and  resident  in  the  county  of  Essex,  in 
the  State  erf  Massachusetts. 

2.  That  he,  being  the  first  seigeant  of  Company  B,  Twenty-third  Regiment  of  Mas- 
sachusetts Volunteer  Infantry,  was  duly  appointed  or  commissioned  by  the  governor 
of  the  State  of  Massachusetts  as  first  lieutenant  thereof  on  September  29,  1864;  and 
that  from  and  after  said  date  he  assumed  and  performed  all  the  duties  of  his  said  grade 
until  April  2,  1865,  when  he  was  mustered  in  as  such;  said  regiment  was  continously 
below  tne  minimum  number  prescribed  by  law  and  regulation,  and  for  this  reason,  and 
no  other,  he  was  refused  muster  and  recognition  in  the  grade  of  first  lieutenant  during 
jaidpmod. 

3.  That  daring  said  period  he  was  allowed  and  paid  only  the  pay  and  aUowancee 
of  a  fint  seigeant,  although  he  was  in  the  continuous  periormance  of  the  duties  of 
fint  lieutenant. 

Upon  the  reports  furnished  by  the  War  and  Treasury  Departments  and  upon  other 
whioMOS  and  upon  briefs  and  aiguments  of  counsel  the  coiurt  makes  the  following 


2  WILLIAM    W.    DUTCHEB. 

FINDINGS  OF  FACT. 

1.  William  W.  Dutcher,  the  claimant  in  this  case,  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States 
and  resident  in  the  county  of  Essex,  in  the  State  of  Massachusetts. 

2.  On  September  29,  1864,  the  said  William  W.  Dutcher  was  first  sergeant  of  Com- 
pany B,  Twentyihird  Regiment  Massachusetts  Volunteer  Infantry.  On  that  date 
and  until  he  was  mustered  into  the  service — ^to  wit,  on  April  2,  1865-  -the  same  was 
and  continued  to  be  below  the  minimum  number  prescribed  by  Greneral  Order  No. 
182  of  the  War  Department  of  June  20,  1863,  carrying  into  effect  section  20  of  the  act 
of  Congress  approved  March  3,  1863  (12  Stat.  L.,  p.  734). 

The  first  lieutenant  of  said  Company  B,  Twenty-third  Regiment  Massachusetts 
Volunteer  Infantry,  being  then  and  thereafter  out  of  service  in  said  grade,  the  duties 
of  first  lieutenant  devolved  upon  this  claimant,  who  then  and  thereafter  assumed 
and  performed  all  the  duties  of  first  lieutenant  of  said  Company  B,  Twenty-third 
Reeiment  Massachusetts  Volunteer  Infantry. 

The  governor  of  the  State  of  Massachusetts  also  issued  to  this  claimant  a  commission 
as  first  lieutenant.  Company  B,  Twenty-third  Regiment  Massachusetts  Volunteer 
Infantry. 

3.  On  the  said  September  29, 1864,  the  mustering  oflficer  then  and  thereafter  refused 
to  muster  this  claimant  as  first  lieutenant  of  said  Company  B,  Twenty-third  Regiment 
Massachusetts  Volunteer  Infantry,  solely  because  his  command  was  below  its  mini- 
mum strength,  as  aforesaid,  although  he  continued  to  perform  the  duties  of  first  lieu- 
tenant until  he  was  mustered  into  the  service  as  such,  April  2,  1865. 

4.  During  the  poriod  aforesaid,  to  wit,  from  September  29, 1864,  to  April  1, 1865,  this 
claimant  employed  iio  servant  not  enlisted. 

5.  During  said  period  this  claimant  did  draw  rations  from  the  Government. 

6.  If  the  said  William  W.  Dutcher  should  be  deemed  first  lieutenant  of  Company 
B,  Twenty-third  Regiment  Massachusetts  Volunteer  Infantry,  and  entitled  to  the  pay 
of  that  grade,  the  difference  between  his  pay  and  allowances  as  a  first  sergeant,  whicn 
he  has  received,  and  that  of  a  first  lieutenant,  to  which  he  would  have  l^n  entitled 
had  he  been  mustered  for  the  period  from  September  29, 1864,  to  April  1, 1865,  would 
amount  to  $457.84  (four  hunared  and  fifty-seven  dollars  and  eighty-four  cents),  as 
reported  by  the  Auditor  for  the  War  Department,  including  a  short  payment  of  $10.10 
income  tax  on  remuster. 

Bt  the  Coubt. 
FUed  March  18,  1907. 


A  true  copy  of  the  findings  of  fact  as  filed  by  the  court. 
Test  this  19th  day  of  March,  1907. 

o 


[seal.]  John  Randolph, 

Asnstant  Clerk  Court  of  Claimt. 


eOTH  Congress,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  J  Document 

1st  Sesskm.      f  1    No.  274. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  THOMAS  O.  EDDINS. 


ISTTSB  FROM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLERK  OF  THE  COUBT  OF  CLAIMS 
TBANSMITTINQ  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  COUBT 
XH  THE  CASE  OF  THOMAS  O.  EDDINS  AGAINST  THE  UNITED 
STATES. 


DscxMBBR  9,  1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  of  Claris,  Clerk's  Office, 

Washington,  December  4,  1907. 
Sib:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court  I  transmit  herewith  a  cer- 
tified copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War  Claims, 
House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883,  known  as 
the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claima. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


(Court  of  Claiina.    Cor.gxe  tsional,  No.  121(KM0»   ThonuM  O.  Eddins  o.  The  United  SUtee.] 
STATEMENT  OF  CASE. 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the  Committee 
on  War  Gaims  of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the  14th  day  of  May,  1902.  The  case 
was  brought  to  a  hearing  on  its  merits  on  the  18th  day  of  March,  1907. 

Messrs.  Pennebaker  &  Jones  appeared  for  the  claimant  and  the  Attomey-Oeneral, 
by  James  A.  Tanner,  esq.,  his  assistant  and  under  his  direction,  appeal^  for  the 
defense  and  the  protection  of  the  interests  of  the  United  States. 

Tlie  claimant  in  his  petition  makes  substantially  the  following  allegations: 

1.  That  he  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  and  resident  in  the  county  of  Pike  in 
the  State  of  Illinois. 

2.  That  he,  being  the  sergeant-major,  Eighth  Regiment  of  Missouri  Volunteer  Infan- 
try, was  duly  appointed  or  conunissioned  by  the  governor  of  the  State  of  Missouri  as 
fint  lieutenant  thereof  on  September  22,  1863;  and  that  from  and  after  said  date  he 
MMUiiied  and  performed  all  the  duties  of  his  said  pade  until  January  14, 1864,  when  he 
was  mustered  in  as  such;  said  regiment  was  continuously  below  the  minimum  number 
[ffeecribed  by  law  and  regulation,  and  for  this  reason,  and  no  other,  he  was  refused 
nuuCer  and  recognition  in  the  grade  of  first  lieutenant  durinfi;  said  period. 

S.  That  during  said  period  he  was  allowed  and  paid  only  the  pay  and  allowances  of 
a  teigeant-major  although  he  was  in  the  continuous  performance  of  the  duties  of  first 


^^F?*'%f«^ 


S  TBOmj^  Q.   ZSiHHB. 

Up<m  tliA  nporli  fonildMd  by  the  War  and  TroMury  D^^ 
fvioinioe  sad  iifMm  Inieii  and  aqiomentB  of  co^ 

unihnos  of  fact. 

1.  Thcmaa  0.  Eddini,  the  claimant  in  this  caw,  u  a  dti^Een  of  tiiftXriiited  Stateaand 
l^^ideiit  in  the  CQunty  of  Pike  in  ihe  Stat^  of  ILliiiQis. 

2.  On  S^jt^mber  22,  18«J3,  the  said  7\iomm  O.  Eddini  lOM  aeigeaiit-majar  of  the 
Eighth  Regiment  MiBBoun  Yoluntear  Infiintr>'.  On  thut  datd  and  until  be  waa  miui- 
ered  into  the  sendee — to  wit.  on  January  14,  1S64,  the  auoe  waa  and  oontinned  to  bo 
below  the  minimum  number  prescribed  by  General  Ordet  No,  182  of  tiie  War  Dq[Murt- 
ment  of  June  20,  1S63,  carrying  into  effect  section  20  of  the  act  of  Comgreai  iqppiovod 
March  S,  186S.     (12  Stat  L„  p.  734.) 

The  ^t  lieutf^nant  of  said  Company  I^  Eighth  Ee^ment  ^Oaaoari  Yobinteer  Inlan- 
tiy«  being  then  and  thereafter  out  of  service  in  !@id  ^^ie,  the  dptiea  of  tot  lioiitenant 
devolved  upon  thii  claimant,  who  then  and  therc^fior  ass^umtMl  and  peitemed  all  the 
duties  oi  fijBt  lieutenant  of  said  Company  I,  Eighth  Regiioont  IfMOuii  Volunteer 
Infantry. 

The  gt^vemor  of  the  State  of  Missouri  also  i^ued  to  this  claimant  a  comminiMi  aa 
lirit  lieutenant  Company  1,  Eighth  Re^ment  Mis^tiri  Volunteer  Infantry. 

5.  On  the  eaid  September  22.  l^GS,  the  mufnering  officer  th«n and theroafterrefoaed 
to  muster  ihia  claimant  aa  Qrsl  lieutenant  of  said  Company  I,  Ei^tii  Regunent  IfjB- 
aouri  Volu  nteer  Infantry ^  solely  because  bia  commi^  irii  .■- .  >  ^  ^  1  jw  its  minimum  atrengtb 
as  aforeBaid,  although  he  continued  to  perfomi  ttae  duties  of  fiiat  lieatenant  untU 
he  waa  muetered  into  the  eenice  as  sucbH  January  14, 1864. 

4.  DurinK  the  period  afoieaald,  to  wit,  from  September  23,  1883,  to  January  12, 
IS  «4,  this  daioiant  employed  no  aervatit  not  enlisted. 

6.  During  said  period  this  claimant  did  not  dr-Aw  rations  from  the  Gknremment. 

6.  If  the  eaid  Thoraas  O,  Eddine  eliould  be  deemed  first  lieutenant  of  Com]>any  I, 
Eighth  Regiment  Mif^souri  Volunteer  Infantry,  and  entitled  to  the  pay  of  tbiit  gnhde, 
the  differohce  between  his  pay  and  ^llowance^  aa  a  aeigeaia-major,  whic^  be  baa 
reeeivedi  and  that  of  a  hrst  lieutenant .  to  which  he  would  have  been  entitled  bad  bo 
been  mustered  for  the  period  from  Sejatentber  23,  1868,  to  January  12,  1864,  woold 
amount  to  1227.90  (two  hun^lred  and  twenty-seven  ddl«8  and  ninety  centa),  as 
reported  by  the  Auditor  for  the  War  Department. 

Bt  tsm  Oouxv. 

FOed  Maieh  18, 1907. 

A  true  copy  of  the  findings  of  fact  aa  filed  by  the  court. 

TM  this  19th  day  of  March,  1907. 

[SBAL.]  John  Rani>olfr, 

AstUUmt  Clerk  Court  qf  Clmm$. 


i 


60th  C!oNORESs,  I  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  (Document 
Ut  Session,      f  I  No.  275. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  SILAS  GRIMES. 


X.BTTSB  FBOM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  COUBT  OF 
CUUKS  TBANSMITTINa  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY 
THB  COT7BT  IN  THE  CASE  OF  SILAS  QBIMES  AGAINST  THE 
T7HITED  STATES. 


DxcsMBBB  9, 1907.— Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  op  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

WashiTUjton,  December  4, 1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court  I  transmit  herewith  a  certi- 
fied copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War 
Claims,  House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  Mafch  3,  1883, 
known  as  the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Court  of  culms.   Congresaional,  No.  12100-54.    Silas  Orlmet  v.  The  Cnlted  States.] 
8TATBHENT  OF  gASB. 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the  Committee 
on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the  14th  day  of  May,  1902.  The 
ctae  was  brought  to  a  hearing  on  its  merits  on  the  18th  day  of  March,  1907. 

MeeorB.  Pennebaker  &  Jones  appeared  for  the  claimant,  and  the  Attorney-General, 
by  Jamee  A.  Tanner,  esq.,  his  assistant  and  under  his  direction,  appeared  for  the 
defense  and  the  protection  of  the  interests  of  the  United  States. 

The  claimant  in  his  petition  makes  substantially  the  following  allegations: 

1.  That  he  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  and  resident  in  the  county  of  Monroe, 
in  the  State  of  Indiana. 

2.  That  he,  being  the  captain  of  Company  G,  Thirty-first  Regiment  Indiana  Vol- 
nnteer  Infantry,  was  duly  appointed  or  commissioned  by  the  governor  of  the  State 
of  Indiana  as  major  thereof  on  November  22,  1864,  and  that  from  and  after  said  date 
he  asBumed  and  performed  all  the  duties  of  his  said  grade  until  January  7,  1865,  when 
he  was  mustered  in  as  such.  Said  re^ment  was  continuously  below  the  minimum 
number  prescribed  by  law  and  regulation,  and  for  this  reason,  and  no  other,  he  was 
refused  muster  and  recognition  in  the  grade  of  major  during  said  period.  He  was 
also  commissioned  lieutenant-colonel  March  13,  1865,  but  never  mustered  in  for 


2  SILAS  GBIBCSS. 

3.  That  during  said  period  he  was  allowed  and  paid  only  the  pay  and  allowancea 
of  a  captain  and  major,  although  he  was  in  the  continuous  performance  of  the  duties 
of  major  and  lieutenant-colonel. 

Upon  the  reports  furnished  by  the  War  and  Treasury  Departments  and  upon  other 
evidence  and  upon  briefs  and  arguments  of  counsel,  the  court  makes  the  foUowing 

FINDINGS   OP  PACT. 

1.  Silas  Grimes,  the  claimant  in  this  case,  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  and 
resident  in  the  county  of  Monroe,  in  the  State  of  Indiana. 

2.  On  November  22, 1864,  the  said  Silas  Grimes  was  captain  of  Company  G,  Thirty- 
first  Regiment  Indiana  Volimteer  Infantry,  and  on  March  13,  1865,  he  was  major. 
On  those  dates  and  until  he  was  mustered  into  the  service,  to  wit,  as  maior  on  January 
7,  1865,  the  same  was  and  continued  to  be  below  the  minimum  number  prescribed 
by  General  Order  No.  182  of  the  War  Department  of  June  20,  1863,  carrying  into 
effect  section  20  of  the  act  of  Congress  approved  March  3, 1863.     (12  Stat.  L.,  n.  734.) 

The  major  and  lieutenant-colonel  of  said  Thirty-first  Regiment  Indiana  Volunteer 
Infantry  being  then  and  thereafter  out  of  service  in  said  grades  the  duties  of  major 
and  lieutenant-colonel  devolved  upon  this  claimant,  who  then  and  thereafter  assumed 
and  performed  all  the  duties  of  major  and  lieutenant-colonel  of  said  Thirty-first  Regi- 
ment Indiana  Volunteer  Infantry  until  he  was  mustered  in  as  major  January  7,  1865, 
and  mustered  out  as  such  January  9,  1866. 

The  governor  of  the  State  of  Indiana  also  issued  to  this  claimant  a  commission  as 
major  and  lieutenant-colonel  Thirtjr-first  Regiment  Indiana  Volunteer  Infantry. 

3.  On  the  said  dates  the  mustering  officer  then  and  thereafter  refused  to  muster 
this  claimant  as  major  and  lieutenant-colonel  of  said  Thirty-first  Regiment  Indiana 
Volunteer  Infantry  solely  because  his  command  was  below  its  minimum  strength 
as  aforesaid,  although  he  continued  to  perform  the  duties  of  major  and  lieutenant- 
colonel  until  he  was  mustered  out  of  the  service  as  major  January  9,  1866. 

4.  If  the  said  Silas  Grimes  should  be  deemed  major  and  lieutenant-colonel  of  the 


Thirty-first  Regiment  Indiana  Volunteer  Infantry  and  entitled  to  the  pay  of  those 
grades  the  difference  between  his  pay  and  allowances  as  a  captain,  wnich  he  has 
received,  and  that  of  a  major,  to  wnich  he  would  have  been  entitled  had  he  been 


mustered  for  the  period  from  November  22,  1864,  to  January  6,  1865,  and  between 
major  and  lieutenant-colonel  from  March  13,  1865,  and  January  9,  1866,  amount  to 
$288.37  (two  hundred  and  eighty-eight  dollars  and  thirty-seven  cents),  as  reported 
by  the  Auditor  for  the  War  Department. 

By  thb  Court. 
FUed  March  18,  1907. 

A  true  copy  of  the  findings  of  fact  as  filed  by  the  court. 

Test  this  19th  day  of  March,  1907. 

[seal. J  John  Randolph, 

Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims, 


«0THCoNORE8fl,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  I  Document 
1^  Session.      (  (    No.  276. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  JOHN  B.  GEDDIS. 


X.BTTSB  FROM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  COUBT  OF  CLAIMS 
TRAKSHTTTINa  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE 
COT7BT  IN  THE  CASE  OF  JOHN  B.  GEDDIS  AGAINST  THE  TJNITBD 
STATES. 


6x€BMBBB  9,  1907. — Referred  to  the  Committoe  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Officb, 

Washington^  December  4,  1907. 
Sib:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court  I  transmit  herewith  a  cer- 
tified copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War 
Claims,  House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883, 
known  as  the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  HoiLse  of  Representatives. 


[Court  of  CUtims.    Congressional,  No.  12169-59.    John  B.  Oeddls  v.  The  United  States.] 
STATEMENT  OF  CASE. 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the  Gommitte« 
on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the  14th  day  of  May,  1902.  Tlie 
case  was  brought  to  a  hearing  on  its  merits  on  the  18th  day  of  March,  1907. 

Messrs.  Pennebaker  &  Jones  appeared  for  the  claimant  and  the  Attorney-General, 
by  James  A.  Tanner,  esq.,  his  assistant  and  under  his  direction,  appeared  for  the 
defense  and  the  protection  of  the  interests  of  the  United  States. 

Tlie  claimant  m  his  petition  makes  substantiallv  the  following  allegations: 

1.  That  he  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  and  resident  in  the  county  of  Beadle, 
in  the  State  of  South  Dakota. 

2.  That  he,  beine  the  captain  of  Company  C,  One  hundred  and  twenty-sixth  Reel- 
ment  New  York  Volunteer  Infantry,  was  duly  appointed  or  commissioned  by  tne 
governor  of  the  State  of  New  York  as  lieutenant-colonel  thereof  on  June  17,  1864: 
snd  that  from  and  after  said  date  he  assumed  and  performed  all  the  duties  of  his  said 
grade  until  June  15,  1865,  when  he  was  mustered  out  as  captain;  said  re^giment  was 
continuously  below  the  minimum  number  prescribed  by  law  and  re2:ulation,  and  for 
this  reason  and  no  other  he  was  refused  muster  and  recognition  in  the  grade  of  lieu- 
tenant-colonel durinjg  said  period. 

3.  That  during  said  period  he  was  allowed  and  paid  only  the  pay  and  allowances 
d  a  captain,  although  he  was  in  the  continuous  performance  of  the  auties  of  Ueutenant- 
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1,  John  B.  Geddif,  the  clsimaDt  in  this  caae,  is  a  citi/en  of  the  United  Smes  and 

rssident  in  the  county  of  Beadle^  ^n  the  State  of  South  Dakota, 

2,  On  June  17,  1864,  the  said  John  B.  Geddia  w»a  captain  of  Commny  C,  On© 
htindred  and  twenty-sixth  Regiment  New  York  Vol  tin  leer  lnJaiitr3%  On  that  date 
and  until  he  was  mustered  out  of  the  service,  to  wit,  on  June  1&,  lS6o,the  same  was, 
and  eontituied  to  be,  below  the  minimum  number  prescribed  by  Gener^  Order.  No, 
182  of  the  War  Depatttiient,  of  June  20,  18(i3,  carrjing  into  effett  section  20  of  the  act 
d  Congress  approved  March  3.  1S61     (12  Stat.  L..  p.  734.) 

The  lieutenant-colonel  of  said  Une  hundred  and  twenty-sixth  R<^imeiit  New  York 
Volunteer  Infantry  being  then  and  theieafter  OLt  of  service  in  said  grade^  the  dutiea 
of  lieutenant<ttlonel  devnlved  upon  thifi  claimant ,  who  then  and  thereafter  aasumed 
and  performed  all  the  duties  of  lieutenantH^olonel  of  said  One  hundred  and  twenly^ 
sixth  Regiment  New  York  Volunteer  Infantry, 

The  governor  of  the  Slate  of  New  York  also  issued  to  this  claimant  a  commiBsion  aa 
lieutenant-colonel  One  hundred  and  twenty-aixilj  Regiment  New  York  Volunteer 
Infantry. 

3,  On  the  said  June  17,  1864,  the  mustering  officer  then  and  thereafter  refused  to 
muflteT  this  claimant  as  Iteuienant-colont^l  of  said  One  hundred  and  twenlv-eixlh  Begi* 
ment  New  York  Volunteer  Infanir^s  sok'Sy  because  his  command  waa  below  its  mini* 
mum  strength,  as  afore^id,  aUhougn  he  continued  to  ^^rform  the  dutiee  of  lieutenant^ 
oolonel  until  he  was  mustered  out  oi  tlieaer\  ice  aa  captain  June  15, 1865- 

4,  During  the  peritid  afote^id.  to  w^it,  from  June  17, 1864^  to  June  lb,  1863,  this  clalm^ 
iXIt  enn>h I yc<i  fmc  servant  not  enliflted. 

5 1  If  the  aaid  John  li,  Grddis  «ihould  be  deemed  11  en  tenant-colonel  of  the  One  hun- 
dred and  twt'nty-sixth  I'cgiment  New  Vork  Vtdunteer  Infantry,  and  entitled  to  the 
pay  of  Llml  grade,  the  d  JtTt  nynce  helween  his  pay  and  allowance*  as  a  captain,  which  he 
fiaji  recrived,  and  thai  of  a  lieutenant-colonel,  to  which  he  would  have  been  entitled 
had  ho  hf  m  mustcrrd  for  the  period  fn:»m  June  17,  J  864,  to  June  15, 1865,  would  aimoutil 
ta  |;)91.:vi  (thriM»  him^lred  ami  ninety-one  dutUatB  and  thirty-one  cents),  ae  reported  hf 
iha  Auditor  for  the  War  Department. 

Filed  March  18, 1907. 


A  true  copy  of  the  findings  Qf  lad  aa  filed  1»r  the  I 

Teat  this  19th  day  of  March,  1907* 

CaBAii.]  Jonr  Raimous, 

AMHitaUCkrhOmt^CMmB. 


GOTHCoNOREfis,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  (Document 
tst  Session.      \  (  No.  277. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  JOwSEPH  D.  HAZZARD. 


LBTTEB  FBOM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  COUBT  OF  CLAIMS 
TRANSMITTING  A  COPT  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  COX7BT 
IN  THE  CASE  OF  JOSEPH  D.  HAZZABD  AGAINST  THE  UNITED 
STATES. 


DscxMBBB  9,  1907. — ^Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

Washington,  December  4,  1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  coiu't,  I  transmit  herewith  a  cer- 
tiln  d  copy  of  the  findings  tiled  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  leferrea  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War 
Claims,  House  of  Represen  atives,  imder  the  act  of  March  3,  1883, 
known  as  the  Bo  v    an  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Cleric  Court  of  Claims. 
Hem.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


(Court  of  ClAlmi.    Congresalonal,  No.  12169-70.    Joseph  D.  Hazsard  v.  The  United  Statee.] 
STATEMENT  OF  CASE. 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  waa  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the  Committee 
on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the  14th  day  of  May,  1902.  The 
esse  was  brought  to  a  hearing  on  its  merits  on  the  18th  day  of  March,  1907. 

Messrs.  Pennebaker  &  Jones  appeared  for  the  claimant  and  the  Attorney-General, 
by  James  A.  Tanner,  esq.,  his  assistant  and  under  his  direction,  appeared  for  the 
defense  and  the  protection  of  the  interests  of  the  United  States. 

The  claimant  m  his  petition  makes  substantially  the  following  allegations: 

1.  That  he  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  ana  resident  in  the  county  of  Lake,  in 
the  State  of  Florida. 

2.  That  he,  being  the  first  lieutenant  of  Company  D,  Seventy-ninth  Regiment  of 
Pennsylvania  Volunteer  Infantry,  was  duly  appointed  or  commissioned  by  the  gov- 
ernor of  the  State  of  Pennsylvania  as  captain  tnereof  on  December  20, 1864;  and  that 
from  and  after  said  date  he  assumed  and  performed  all  the  duties  of  his  said  grade 
until  July  18, 1865,  when  he  was  mustered  out  as  first  lieutenant;  said  regiment  was 
c  »ntinuously  below  the  minimum  number  prescribed  by  law  and  regulation,  and  for 
this  reason,  and  no  other,  he  was  refused  muster  and  recognition  in  the  grade  of  captain 
during  said  period. 

3.  That  during  said  period  he  was  allowed  and  paid  only  the  pay  and  allowances  of 
a  first  lieutenant,  although  he  waa  in  the  continuous  performance  of  the  duties  of 
optaiw. 


2  JOSEPH   D.   HAZZABB. 

L'pon  the  reports  furnished  by  the  War  and  Treasury  Departments  and  upon  other 
evioence  and  upon  briefs  and  arguments  of  counspl  the  court  makes  the  following 

FINDINGS   OF  FACT. 

1.  Joseph  D.  Hazzard,  the  claimant  in  this  case,  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  and 
resident  in  the  county  of  Lake,  in  the  State  of  Florida. 

2.  On  December  20,  1864,  the  said  Joseph  D.  Hazzard  was  first  lieutenant  of  Com- 
pany D,  Seventy-ninth  Reeiment  Pennsylvania  Volunteer  Infantnr,  On  that  date 
and  until  he  was  mustered  out  of  the  service,  to  wit,  on  July  18,  1865,  the  same 
was  and  continued  to  be  below  the  minimum  number  prescribed  by  General  Orders 
No.  182  of  the  War  Department  of  June  20, 1863,  carrying  into  effect  section  20  of  the 
act  of  Congress  approved  March  3,  1863.     (12  Stat.  L.,  p.  734.) 

The  captain  of  said  Company  D,  Seventy-ninth  Regiment  Pennsylvania  Volunteer 
Infantry,  being  then  and  thereafter  out  of  service  in  said  grade,  the  duties  of  captain 
devolved  upon  this  claimant,  who  then  and  thereafter  assumed  and  performed  all  the 
duties  of  captain  of  said  company  D,  Seventy-ninth  Regiment  Pennsylvania  Volun- 
teer Infantry. 

The  governor  of  the  State  of  Pennsylvania  also  issued  to  this  claimant  a  commission 
M  captain  Company  D,  Seventy-ninth  Regiment  Pennsylvania  Volunteer  Infantry. 

3.  On  the  said  December  20,  1864,  the  mustering  officer  then  and  thereafter  refused 
to  muster  this  claimant  as  captain  of  said  Company  D,  Seventy-ninth  Re^ment  Penn- 
sylvania Volunteer  Infantry,  solely  because  his  command  was  below  its  minimum 
strength,  as  aforesaid,  although  he  continued  to  perform  the  duties  of  captain  until  he 
was  mustered  out  of  the  service  as  first  lieutenant  July  18,  1865. 

4.  If  the  said  Joseph  D.  Hazzard  should  be  deemed  captain  of  Company  D,  Seventy- 
ninth  Regiment  Pennsylvania  Volunteer  Infantry,  and  entitled  to  the  pay  of  tJiat 
grade,  the  differences  between  his  pay  and  allowances  as  a  first  lieutenant,  which  he  h:  s 
received,  and  that  of  a  captain,  to  which  he  would  have  been  entitled  had  he  been 
mustered  for  the  period  from  December  20,  1864,  to  July  18,  1866,  would  amount  lo 
$106.21  (one  hundred  and  six  dollars  and  twenty-one  cents)  as  reported  by  the  Auditor 
for  the  War  Department. 

Bt  tee  Coubt. 
FHed  March  18,  1907. 

A  true  copy  of  the  findings  of  fact  as  filed  by  the  courL 

Test  this  19th  day  of  March,  1907. 

[bbal.]  John  Randolph, 

AuUtarU  Clerk  Court  qf  Oaasu. 


eOxHCioNGBBSS,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  Pooument 
Isi  Seaaion.     J  (  No.  278. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  CORNELIA  P.  BECKLEY  AND  MAUDE 
P.  CLARK,  DAUGHTERS  OF  HAMILTON  S.  PRESTON. 


LBTTEB  FBOM  THB  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  COUBT  OF  CLAIMS 
TRAKSMimNQ  A  COPY  OF  THB  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  COTJBT 
nr  THB  OASB  OF  COBNELIA  P.  BECKLEY  AND  MAX7DB  P.  CLABK, 
DATXaHTBBS  OF  HAMILTON  S.  PBESTON,  DECEASED,  AGAINST 
THB  UNITED  STATES. 


D«CKM BBR  0,  1907. — Referred  to  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Ofticb, 

Washington,  December  4, 1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court,  I  transmit  herewith  a 
certified  copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  tnis  court  by  the  Committee  on  War  Claims, 
House  of  Representatives,  imder  the  act  of  March  3,  1883,  known 
as  the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolpbl 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


ICoort  of  ClAlma.    Congressioniil,  No.  12640-15.    Cornelia  P.  Beckley  and  Maude  P.Clark,  daughters  of 
Hamilton  8.  Preston,  doce.i8ed,  v.  Tho  United  States.] 

STATEMENT  OF  CASE.  • 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the  Com- 
mittee on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the  14th  day  of  May,  1902. 
The  case  was  brought  to  a  hearing  on  its  merits  on  the  18th  day  of  March,  1907. 

Messrs.  Pennebaker  &  Jones  appeared  for  the  claimant,  and  the  Attorney- 
General,  by  James  A.  Tanner,  esq.,  nis  assistant  and  under  his  direction,  appeared 
for  the  defense  and  the  protection  of  the  interests  of  the  United  States. 

llie  claimants  in  their  petition  make  substantially  the  following  allegations: 

1.  That  they  are  citizens  of  the  United  States  and  residents  of  the  county  of  Dela- 
ware, in  the  State  of  New  York,  and  the  children  and  sole  heirs  of  Hamilton  S.  Pres- 
ton, deceased. 

2.  That  said  Hamilton  S.  Preston,  being  the  first  sergeant  of  Company  H,  One 
hundred  and  fort^r-fourth  Regiment  New  York  Volunteer  Infantiy,  was  duly 
i^ppointed  or  commissioned  by  the  governor  of  the  State  of  New  York  as  first  lieu- 
tenant Company  G,  on  March  16,  1864,  and  that  from  and  after  said  date  the  said 
lint  lieutenant  assumed  and  performed  all  the  duties  of  his  said  grade  until  May 
12,  ISMj  when  he  was  mustered  in  as  such;  said  re^;iment  was  continuously  below 
the  ««i«tmnm  number  prescribed  by  law  and  regulation,  and  for  Uufi  reasoii^  «sA  xa 


,1^ 


I  refuied  muster  and  recognition  in  the  grade  of 

tht  Aid  Hamilton  S.  Preston  wa«  allowed  and  paid 
I  of  ft  fiifit  ser^eaiitf  al  though  he  waB  in  the  contiuuoua 
iM  liftutenj^nu 

I  Igf  tba  War  and  Tre&sury  Dspaftm^TitB,  and  upon  other 
.  ^^««.*    __  -^ipMfc  MMft  ittd  iigtuiiente  of  counsel^  the  court  mak^  the  foilowing 

FINDINGS  OT  ¥AUt* 

%  ^?*Vttrik|%  ttoklitvX  Aod  Maude  F.  Clark,  the  claimants  of  thie  caao,  are  dti- 
'    4%^il|M  "ftftMt  ftnd  residents  of  the  county  of  Delaware,  in  the  State  of 

4atali  14^  13i4t  Hamilton  S.  Preston  w-a^  first  sergeant  of  Company  H,  One 

uj  l^i^hJortim  Regiment  of  New  York  Volunteer  Infantry*    Un'tbat  date 

i4#  14  «*  >jiiuier«d  into  the  service^  to  wit,  on  May  12,  18Ij4^  aa  first  lieuten- 

*iv  e*me  waa  and  continued  to  be  below  the  miiumum  number 

■  ml  Ortier  No.  182  of  the  War  Department  of  June  20,  186S,  cairy- 

.  ^  uwD  I'D  of  the  act  of  Congres&  approved  March  3,  1S63.    (12  Stat.  L., 

mi  of  ^d  Company  G,  One  hundred  and  forty  fourth  Re^gimenl 

.  r  Infaniryi  beinj:  then  and  thereafter  out  of  service  in  said  grade, 

Uriitcnant  devolved  upon  said   tiamiltf^n  S,  Preston,  who  then 

:u^cd  and  performed  all  the  duties  of  hrst  lieutenant  of  raid  Com- 

iulTe<l  and  forty-fourth  Regiment  New  York  Volunteer  InlanCry. 

.1  in  JW  Buch»  Majr  12,  lg(H, 

r  \M  the  ^C^ite  oi  New  York  alao  istsued  to  said  Hamilton  S.  Preston  a  com* 

!  lieutenant  Company  G,  One  hundred  and  forty-ionrth  Regiment  New 

i^r  Iniantry* 

lid  Mari'h  16.  18*14 .  the  mustering  officer  then  and  thereafter  refuiied  to 

..{  Huiuilton  S.  Prcijtun  as  fLrst  lieutenant  of  s;iid  Company  G.  One  hun- 

,,:i> 'fourth  Ue^mcnt  New  York  Vain nteer  Im&ntry,  8C*lefy  bec'aiiee  hio 

L  ^iis  below  its  minimum  etren^lh,  as  aforesaid,  althuugli  he  continued  to  per*- 

^Lutica  of  Jirst  lieutenant  until  ne  wea  mustered  into  tueeerviee  ai  sucli,  May 

Xi  Uk*  sold  Hamilton  S,  Preston  should  he  deemed  first  lieutenant  of  Company  G. 
l|yglldred  and  forty -fourth  Regijiient  New  York  Volunteer  Infantry  and  enittled 
|p|fi|^  of  Hiat  grade,  the  difference  between  his  pay  and  allowances  as  a  fiirst  ier> 
jll  WmcU  be  hae  received,  and  that  of  a  first  iieuteniint,  witlioul  servant  tjo  which  be 
ikt  iuive  been  entitled  had  he  been  mustered  irom  the  pteriod  irom  MaiV'h  16,  18^, 
» Jvk^  U*  lS64t  would  amount  to  (Si04,05)  one  hundred  and  four  dollara  and  five  ccnta, 
>it|icated  by  the  Auditor  for  the  War  Department. 

Bt  tbm  sAijna* 
rU^  March  18, 1907. 

A  true  copy  of  the  findings  of  fact  as  filed  by  the  court. 

Test  this  19th  day  of  Match,  1907. 

UiAL.J  John  Randolph, 

AMtittaiU  Clerk  Court  qf  Ciaimt. 


(JOth Congress,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  (Document 
1st  Session.      J  |   No.  279. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  WARREN  ONAN. 


LBTTBB  FBOM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  C017BT  OF  CLAIMS 
TBANSMTITINa  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  COUBT 
nr  THE  CASE  OF  WABBEN  ONAN  AGAINST  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


Dbcbmbsb  9, 1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

Washington,  December  4,  1907. 
Sib:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court  I  transmit  herewith  a  certi- 
fied copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause,  which 
case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War  Claims, 
House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883,  known  as 
the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

.  John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


(Court  of  Claixnf.    CongTessional.  No.  12640-23.    Warren  Onan  v.  The  United  Statea.) 
STATEMENT  OF  CASE. 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the  Committee 
on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the  16th  day  of  June.  1906.  The 
case  was  brought  to  a  hearing  on  its  merits  on  the  18th  day  of  March,  1907. 

Meeser.  Pennebaker  &  Jones  appeared  for  the  claimant  and  the  Attorney-General, 
by  James  A.  Tanner,  esq.,  his  assistant  and  under  his  direction,  appeared  for  the 
defense  and  the  protection  of  the  interests  of  the  United  States. 

The  claimant  m  his  petition  makes  substantially  the  following  allegations: 

1.  That  he  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  and  resident  in  the  county  of  Clay  in  the 
State  of  Minnesota. 

2.  That  he,  being  the  second  lieutenant  of  Company  C,  One  hundred  and  fifty-fourth 
Regiment  of  New  York  Volunteer  Infantry,  was  duly  appointed  or  commissioned  by 
the  governor  of  the  Stale  of  New  York  as  first  lieutenant  thereof  on  February  20, 1865: 
and  that  from  and  after  said  date  he  assumed  and  performed  all  the  duties  of  his  saia 
grade  until  June  11,  1865.  when  he  was  mustered  out  as  second  lieutenant;  said  regi- 
ment was  continuously  below  the  minimum  number  prescribed  by  law  and  regulation, 
and  for  this  reason,  and  no  other,  he  was  refused  muster  and  recognition  in  the  grade  of 
first  lieutenant  during  said  period. 

3.  That  during  said  period  he  was  allowed  and  paid  only  the  pay  and  allowances  of  a 
•econd  lieutenant,  although  he  was  in  the  continuous  penormance  oi  the  duties  of  first 
tieiitefiMitt 


2  WARBEN   ONAN. 

Upon  the  reports  furnished  by  the  War  and  Treasury  Departments  and  upon  other 
evidence  and  upon  briefs  and  arguments  of  counsel  the  court  makes  the  following 

FINDINGS   OF  FACT. 

1.  Warren  Onan,  the  claimant  in  this  case,  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  and 
resident  in  the  county  of  Clay,  in  the  State  of  Minnesota. 

2.  On  February  20, 1865,  the  said  Warren  Onati  was  second  lieutenant  of  Company  C, 
One  hundred  ana  fifty-fourth  Regiment  New  York  Volunteer  Infantry.  On  that  oate 
and  until  he  was  mustered  out  of  the  service,  to  wit,  on  June  23, 1865,  the  same  was  and 
continued  to  be  below  the  minimum  number  prescribed  by  General  Order  No.  182  of 
the  War  Department  of  June  20, 1863,  carrying  into  effect  section  20  of  the  act  of  Gon- 
gresfe  approved  March  3,  1863.     (12  Stat.  L.,  734.) 

The  first  lieutenant  of  said  Company  G,  One  hundred  and  fifty-fourth  Reeiment  New 
York  Volunteer  Infantry  being  tnen  and  thereafter  out  of  service  in  said  grade,  the 
duties  of  first  lieutenant  devolved  upon  this  claimant,  who  then  and  thereafter  assumed 
and  performed  all  the  duties  of  first  lieutenant  of  said  Company  G,  One  hundred  and 
fifty-fourth  Regiment  New  York  Volunteer  Infantry. 

The  governor  of  the  State  of  New  York  also  issued  to  this  claimant  a  commiBBion  as 
first  lieutenant  Company  G,  One  hundred  and  fifty-fourth  Regiment  New  York  Volun- 
teer Infantry. 

3.  On  the  said  February  20,  1865,  the  mustering  officer  then  and  thereafter  refused 
to  muster  this  claimant  as  first  lieutenant  of  said  Company  C,  One  hundred  and  fifty- 
fourth  Regiment  New  York  Volunteer  Infantry,  solely  because  his  command  was 
below  its  minimum  strength,  as  aforesaid,  althoi^gh  he  continued  to  perform  the  duties 
of  first  lieutenant  until  he  was  mustered  out  of  me  service  as  secona  lieutenant,  June 
23,  1865. 

4.  If  the  said  Warren  Onan  should  be  deemed  first  lieutenant  d  Company  C,  One 
hundred  and  fifty-fourth  Regiment  New  York  Volunteer  Infantry  and  entitled  to  the 
pa>r  of  that  grade,  the  difference  between  his  pay  and  allowances  as  a  second  lieutenant 
which  he  has  received,  and  that  of  a  first  lieutenant  to  which  he  would  have  been 
entitled  had  he  been  mustered  for  the  period  from  February  20, 1865,  to  June  23, 1865, 
would  amount  to  $39.74  (thirty-nine  dollars  and  seventy-four  cents),  as  reported  by 
the  Auditor  for  the  War  Department. 

Bt  the  Court. 
FUed  March  18, 1907. 

A  true  copy  of  the  findings  of  fact  as  filed  by  the  court. 

Test  this  19th  day  of  March,  1907. 

[seal.]  John  Randolph, 

AsnsUmt  Clerk  Court  qf  Clams. 

O 


60th  Congress,  J  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES,  j  Document 
1st  Session.      J  j   No.  280. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  FREDERICK  LAMBRECHT. 


UETTBB  FBOM  THB  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  COUBT  OF  CLAIMS 
TRANSMTTTINQ  A  COPY  OF  THB  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  COUBT 
nr  THB  CASE  OF  FBEDBBICK  LAMBBECHT  AGAINST  THE  UNITED 
STATES. 


Dbcbmbsr  9, 1907.— Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

WashingtoUy  December  4,  1907. 
^  Sib:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court,  I  transmit  herewith  a  cer- 
tified copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War 
Claims,  House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883, 
known  as  the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Cleric  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  Horise  of  Bepresentaiives. 


fCoort  of  Claimi.   CongiMdonal,  No.  12040-20.    Frederick  Lambreoht  v.  The  United  States.] 
STATEMENT  OF  CA8B* 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the  Committee 
on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the  14th  day  of  May,  1902.  The 
case  was  brought  to  a  hearing,  on  its  merits,  on  the  18th  day  of  March,  1907. 

Meflsrs.  Pennebaker  &  Jones  appeared  for  the  claimant  and  the  Attorney-General, 
by  James  A.  Tanner,  esq.,  his  assistant  and  under  his  direction,  appeared  for  the 
defense  and  the  protection  of  the  interests  of  the  United  States. 

Tlie  claimant,  m  his  petition,  makes  substantially  the  following  allegations: 

1.  That  he  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  and  resident  in  the  coimty  of  Ramsey, 
in  Uie  State  of  Minnesota. 

2.  That  he,  being  the  first  sergeant  of  Company  G,  Second  Regiment  of  Minnesota 
Volunteer  Infantry,  was  duly  appointed  or  commissioned  by  the  governor  of  the  State 
of  Minnesota  as  second  lieutenant  thereof  on  January  29,  1865;  and  that  from  and 
titer  said  date  he  assumed  and  performed  all  the  duties  of  his  said  grade  until  April 
25. 1865,  when  he  was  mustered  m  as  such;  said  regiment  was  continuously  below  the 
mitiimnm  number  prescribed  by  law  and  regulation,  and  for  this  reason,  and  no  other, 
he  was  refused  muster  and  recognition  in  the  grade  of  second  lieutenant  during  said 
period. 

S.  That  during  said  period  he  was  allowed  and  paid  only  the  pay  and  allowances  of 
»fint  seigeant,  ^thoiiigh  he  was  in  the  continuous  periormance  of  the  duties  of  second 
lieutenant. 
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FRITDERICK  LAMBRECHT* 

Upon  the  reports  fumiahed  by  the  War  and  Trensury  Departmonte  and  upon  othef 
crvitk'nce  and  upon  hnei&  and  arguments  of  eouniet  the  court  makes  the  follow ing 


FINDINGS   OF  FACT. 

1.  Frederick  Lambrecht,  the  claimant  in  ihh  caee^  la  a  citizen  of  the  United  Statifi 
and  reBid*>nt  in  the  county  of  Ramsey,  in  the  State  of  Minnesota. 

2.  On  January  29,  I8(j&,  the  said  FVod^'irick  Lambrecht  was  iirat  sergeant  of  Com- 
pany G,  Second  Regiment  Minnesota  Volunteer  Infantry*  On  tliat  date  and  until  he 
was  mufitered  into  the  service ^  to  wit,  on  April  25, 1S65,  the  same  was  and  continued 
to  be  below  the  minimum  number  prescriDcd  by  General  Order  No.  182  of  the  War 
Department  of  June  20 »  1863,  carrying  into  eHect  section  20  of  the  act  of  Congrew 
approved  March  3,  1B63.     fl2  Stat.  L,,  TM.) 

The  second  lieutenant  of  said  Company  G^  Second  R^ment  Minneeota  Volunteet 
Infantry,  being  then  and  thereafter  out  of  eervice  in  paid  gradot  the  duties  of  second 
lieu  tenant  devolved  upon  this  claimanr.p  who  thin  and  thereafter  aasumed  and  ^r- 
forraed  all  the  dot  if«  of  aecond  lieutenant  of  said  Company  G,  Second  Regiment  Mill- 
neaota  Volunteer  Infantry. 

The  governor  of  the  State  of  Minneiiota  also  issued  to  this  claimant  a  comniiasion  ae 
second  lieutenant  Company  G,  Second  Regiment  Minnesota  Volunteer  Infantry. 

3.  On  the  said  January  29^  1865,  the  mustering;  officer  then  and  thereafter  refused  to 
muster  this  claimant  uj?  second  lieutenant  of  said  Company  G*  Second  Raiment  Minn©- 
eota  Volunteer  Infantry,  solely  because  bia  command  vnxs  below  its  minimum  strength, 
ae  aforesaid,  although  he  continued  to  perfonn  the  duties  of  second  Lieutenant  until 
he  was  mustered  into  the  service  as  such,  April  25,  1865* 

4.  During  the  period  aforesaid,  to  wit^  from  January  29, 1SG5,  to  April  25 ,  1BA5,  tliia 
claimant  employed  no  aerv&nt  not  enlisted. 

5.  During  said  peri<3d  thb  clairoant  did  draw  rations  from  the  Government. 

6.  If  the  said  Fre<lerick  Lambrecht  should  be  deemed  second  lieutenant  of  Ooni* 
pany  G,  Second  Regiment  Minnesota  Volunteer  Infantry,  and  entitled  to  the  pay  osf  that 
grade  J  the  difference  between  bis  piiy  and  allowances  as  a  hrst  sei^feant^  which  he  has 
jiecoivcd,  and  that  of  a  j^errood  lieutenant  to  whti^h  he  would  liave  been  entitled  bad  be 
been  mustered  for  the  period  from  January"  29 ,  1865,  to  April  24,  1865,  would  ammmt  to 
$324.73  ^three  huttdredf  and  iwenty-ffmr  dollars  and  se^'enty-three  cent«),  as  reported  by 
the  Auaitor  for  the  War  Department,  includii^  f2a  advance  bounty  drroneoualy 
deducted. 

By  THF  Co^nT, 
FOed  March  18,  1907. 

A  true  copy  of  the  findings  of  fact  as  filed  by  the  court,. 

Test  this  i!)th  day  of  March,  1907- 

[8BAL.]  JoKN  Randolph, 

Auistani  Clerk  Cowt  of  (Jlaimt. 


^ 
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60th Congress,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  (Document 
l9t  Session,      j  |    No.  281. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  SOLOMON  P.  BROCKWAT. 


LBTTBB  FBOM  THB  ASSISTANT  OLEBK  OF  THB  C017BT  OF  CLAIMS 
TBANSMITTINQ  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  COUBT 
IN  THB  CASE  OF  SOLOMON  P.  BBOCBWAY  AGAINST  THE  UNITED 
STATES. 


Dbcbmbxb  9, 1907.— Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

Washington,  December  4,  1907^ 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court,  I  transmit  herewith  a  cer- 
tified copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War 
Claims,  House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883, 
known  as  the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Cleric  Court  of  Chima. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


(Court  of  ClAima.    Congressional,  No.  12160-6.    Solomon  P.  Brockway  v.  The  United  States.] 
STATEMENT  OF  CASE. 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the  Committee 
on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the  14th  day  of  Afay,  1902.  The 
case  was  brought  to  a  hearing  on  its  merits  on  the  1st  day  of  April,  1907. 

Messre.  Pennebaker  &  Jones  appeared  for  the  claimant  and  the  Attorney-General, 
by  James  A.  Tanner,  esq.,  his  assistant  and  under  his  direction,  appeared  for  the 
defense  and  the  protection  of  the  interests  of  the  United  States. 

Tlie  claimant  m  his  petition  makes  substantially  the  following  allegations: 

1.  That  he  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  and  resident  in  the  county  of  Augusta,  in 
the  State  of  Virginia. 

2.  That  he,  being  major  Ninth  Regiment  Michigan  Volunteer  Cavalry,  was  duly 
impointed  or  conmiissioned  by  the  governor  of  the  State  of  Michigan  as  lieutenant- 
colonel  thereof  on  June  27,  1865;  and  that  from  and  after  said  date  he  assumed  and 
performed  aU  the  duties  of  his  said  grade  until  August  9,  1865,  when  he  was  mustered 
oat  as  DDAJor;  said  regiment  was  continuously  below  the  minimum  number  prescribed 
by  Imw  and  regulation,  and  for  this  reason,  and  no  other,  he  was  refused  muster  and 
recognition  in  the  grade  of  lieutenant-colonel  during  said  period. 

3.  That  during  said  period  he  was  allowed  and  paid  only  the  pay  and  allowances  of  a 
major,  although  he  was  in  the  continuous  performance  of  the  duties  of  lieutenant- 
colonel. 

Unoo  the  reports  furnished  by  the  War  and  Treasury  Departments  and  upon  otbiex 
eriaence  and  upon  briefs  and  arguments  of  counsel  the  court  makes  tike  ioWo^*\x\% 


SOLOMON    P.    BROCKWAY. 


FINDINGS  OF  FACT. 


1.  Solomon  P.  Brockway,  the  daimant  in  this  case,  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States 
and  resident  in  the  countv  of  Augusta,  in  the  State  of  Virginia. 

2.  On  June  27,  1865,  the  said  Solomon  P.  Brockway  was  major  Ninth  Regiment 
Michigan  Volunteer  Cavalry.  On  that  date  and  until  he  was  mustered  out  of  service, 
to  wit,  on  August  9, 1865,  the  same  was  and  continued  to  be  below  the  minimum  num- 
ber prescribed  by  General  Orders,  No.  182,  of  the  War  Department  of  June  20, 1863, 
carrying  into  effect  section  20  of  the  act  of  Congress  approved  March  3,  1863  (12  Stat. 
L.,  734). 

The  lieutenant-colonel  of  said  Ninth  Regiment  Michigan  Volunteer  Cavalrjr  was 
promoted  colonel  June  27, 1865,  vice  Acker,  resigned  June  27, 1865,  and  the  duties  of 
lieutenant-colonel  devolved  upon  this  claimant,  who  then  and  Uiereafter  assumed 
and  performed  all  the  duties  of  lieutenant-colonel  of  said  Ninth  Regiment  Michigan 
Volunteer  Cavalry  until  August  9,  1865. 

The  governor  of  the  State  of  Michigan  also  issued  to  this  claimant  a  oommission  as 
lieutenant-colonel  Ninth  Regiment  Michigan  Volunteer  Cavalry. 

3.  On  the  said  June  27,  1865,  the  mustering  officer  then  ana  thereafter  refused  to 
muster  this  claimant  as  lieutenant-colonel  of  said  Ninth  Regiment  Michigan  Volunteer 
Cavalry  solely  because  his  command  was  below  its  minimum  strength,  as  aforesaid, 
although  he  continued  to  perform  the  duties  of  lieutenant-colonel  until  he  was  mus- 
tered out  of  the  service  as  major  August  9,  1865. 

4.  If  the  said  Solomon  P.  JBrockway  should  be  deemed  lieutenant-colonel  Ninth 
Regiment  Michigan  Volunteer  Cavalry  and  entitled  to  the  pay  of  that  grade,  the  differ- 
ence between  his  pay  and  allowances  as  a  maior,  which  he  has  received,  and  that  of  a 
lieutenant-colonel,  to  which  he  would  have  been  entitled  had  he  been  mustered  for 
the  period  from  June  27,  1865,  to  August  9,  1865,  would  amount  to  $92.64  (ninety-two 
dollars  and  sixty-four  cents),  as  reported  by  the  Auditor  for  the  War  Department. 

By  thb  Court. 
raed  April  1,  1907. 

A  true  copy  of  the  findings  of  fact  as  filed  by  the  court. 

Test  this  2d  day  of  April,  1907. 

[sBAL.J  John  Randolph, 

Assistant  CUrh  Court  of  ClaimM 


«(>thC!ongrbss,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES,  i  Document 
lei  Session.      [  (   No.  282. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  HENRY  L.  BIDDLE. 


UBTTBB  FBOM  THB  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  C017BT  OF  CLAIMS 
TRAKSMTTTINa  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  COUBT 
XH  THB  CASE  OF  HENBY  L.  BIDDLE  AGAINST  THE  UNITED 
STATES. 


Dbobmbsb  0, 1907. — ^Befened  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  OrncE, 

Washingtorif  December  4f  1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court,  I  transmit  herewith  a  certi- 
fied copy  erf  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  coiu*t  by  the  Committee  on  War 
daims,  House  of  Representatives,  imder  the  act  of  March  3,  1883| 
known  as  the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph^ 
Assistant  Cleric  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives, 


fOomtotCUlma.   CongreMional,  No.  12160-7.   Henry  L.  Biddle  o.  The  United  States.] 
STATEMENT  OT  CASE. 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the  Committee 
on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the  14th  day  of  May,  1902.  The 
case  was  brought  to  a  hearing  on  its  merits  on  the  1st  day  of  April.  1907. 

Meflsn.  Pennebaker  &  Jones  appeared  for  the  claimant  ana  the  Attorney-General, 
by  James  A.  Tanner,  esq.,  his  assistant  and  under  his  direction,  appeared  for  the 
defense  and  the  protection  of  the  interests  of  the  United  States. 

llie  claimant  m  Ids  petition  makes  substantially  the  following  allegations: 

1.  That  he  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  and  resident  in  the  coimty  d  Mont- 
gomery, in  the  State  of  Ohio. 

2.  That  he,  being  the  first  sergeant  of  Company  H,  One  hundred  and  tenth  Regi- 
ment oi  Ohio  Volimteer  Infantry,  was  duly  appointed  or  commissioned  by  the  governor 
of  the  State  of  Ohio  as  second  lieutenant  thereof  on  December  24.  1864,  and  that  from 
md  after  said  date  he  assumed  and  performed  all  the  duties  of  his  said  grade  until 
Jime  SMD,  1865,  when  he  was  mustered  out  as  first  sergeant;  said  regiment  was  con- 
tiniioaBly  below  the  minimum  number  prescribed  by  law  and  regulation,  and  for  this 

reifloii,  and  no  other,  he  was  refused  muster  and  recognition  in  the  grade  of 

diniiur  said  period. 

ZTrbMl  during  said  period  he  was  allowed  and  paid  only  the  pay  and  allowances 
cf  a  fint  sergeant,  although  he  was  in  the  continuous  performance  of  the  duties  of 
WKOod  lieutenant. 

Upon  the  reports  furnished  by  the  War  and  Treasury  Departments  and  vipoii  cA\i«t 
mcMDce  and  opon  briefs  and  arguments  of  counsel  the  court  makes  the  io\\omn% 


'BHOOBQIlk  Off  XA£DB*> 

^^Tr^ffenryLTTBlScne^  tB©  cT&imant  m  thifl  casos  is  a  cit"  eSi'  orttS  uiitSa^lS^^Sid 

resident  in  the  county  of  Montgtjmary,  Id  tbe  St^te  of  Ohio, 

2*  On  December  24,  1864t  the  said  Heiir^  L-  Biddle  was  fijst  Bergeant  of  CompAny 
H,  One  hundred  and  tenth  KegirDent  Ohio  Volunteer  Infantry.  On  that  date  and 
until  he  was  mustered  out  of  the  services  to  wit,  on  June  30,  1865  ^  the  same  wa*  and 
continued  to  be  below  the  noinimuni  number  pre^ribed  by  Genoral  Orders  No.  182  of 
the  War  Departtnent  of  June  20,  18fi3,  carry iBg  iato  e^ect  section  20  of  the  act  of 
Ckjngreea  approved  March  3,  1883  (12  Stat.  L.,  734). 

The  &<?coud  lieutenant  of  said  Company  H,  One  hundred  and  tenth  Regiment  Ohio 
Volunteer  InfaiHryt  being  then  and  thereaflor  out  of  service  in  said  gra^ie  the  duiien 
of  second  lienienant  devolved  upon  thia  claimant,  who  then  and  thereafter  a^ieumcKi 
and  performed  all  the  duties  of  siecond  lieutenant  of  9&id  Company  U,  Une  huiMLred 
and  tenth  Regiment  Ohio  VoluDleer  Infantry,  until  June  30.  18(35. 

The  governor  of  the  State  of  Ohio  also  issued  to  this  claimant  a  commiseiOTi  aa  sec- 
ond lieutenant,  Company  H,  One  hundred  and  tenth  KeginietU  Ohio  Volunteer 
Infantry. 

3.  Vn  thp  ^Hid  DoorMTU>pr  2\.  l!-^'-4.  tUh  n^n^-ti  titi^  fM'■r^  r  rli.ri  ^^.nA  tlMT^afl'^r  ri  Ui^^^d 

to  awwtqrthia  claimant «  aieoiid  Ikoliaaiit  ^  miAOmgopmM^OBmhmmlmd^wmi 
tanth  Regiment  Ohio  Ydunteer  Infuitry,  aoldly  bacMiae  hia  omnmand  ivaa  bdbv 
Ite  minimum  strength,  aa  afaeiaid,  alth<Hi|^  he  omiti&ued  to  petfoim  Hie  dutiea  el 
lecond  lieatenant  until  ha  iraa  maateredontcl  tibaaervioeaBfiiitaageaiil»JitiiaMu 
1865. 

4.  During  the  period  aforesaid ^  to  wit^  from  December  24, 1M4»  to  Ima  80,  IBtf^ 
thia  claiumnt  employed  no  servant  not  enlisted. 

5.  During  said  period  this  claimant  did  draw  rations  from  the  QcnrwuofBlL 

6.  If  the  said  Henry  L.  Biddle  should  be  deemed  second  lifl   '         -    -  ^ 


One  hundred  and  tenth  Regiment  Ohio  Volunteer  Infantry  anid  ea^tfad  tothajgay 


of  that  grade^  the  difference  between  hie  pay  and  allowances  aa  a  flnt  I    ^ 
ho  haa  received,  and  that  of  a  second  Ueutcriant  to  which  be  would  have  tJeas  i 
had  he  been  mustered  for  the  period  from  Dececuber  24,  1804,  to  lima  8Bi»lM^l 
ipoiini  to  $302.44  (three  hundred  and  sixty-two  doUazB  mA  loftjMkNIt  Mli)b  ^ 

ported  by  the  Auditor  ^  th&  War  Dejjj^tngni^  ^^^^^  

Bi'nui  Oomn. 


FaedA]nai8t,19Q7. 

A  troe  copy  of  the  findinii  of  fMt  aa  filed  by  the  oouit. 

TM  thia  2d  day  o(  Ainil,  1907. 

l&BJkH  7mm 

^  AMtUlmUCMtOimttf 


eOTfl  Congress,  )  HOUSE  OF  KEPRESENTATIVES.  1  Document 
1st  Session.      \  \    No.  283. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  SARAH  E.  SMITH  AND  GEORGE  W. 
BROWNE,  HEIRS  OF  THOMAS  M.  BROWNE. 


LSTTSB  FBOM  THB  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  COT7BT  OF  CLAIMS 
T&ANSKITTIira  A  COPY  OF  THB  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  COUBT 
IN  THB  CASE  OF  SABAH  E.  SMITH  AND  GEOBGE  W.  BBOWNB, 
HEIB8  OF  THOMAS  M.  BBOWNE,  DECEASED,  AGAINST  THE  UNITED 
8TATBS. 


DscsMBSB  9,  1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

Washinffton,  December  4i  1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court,  I  transmit  herewith  a 
certified  copy  of  the  findings  of  fact  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid 
cause,  whicn  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War 
Claims,  House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883, 
known  as  the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Cleric  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

SpeaJcer  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


(Coait  of  CUims.    Congressional,  No.  12169-9.— Sarah  E.  Smith  and  Oeorge  W.  Browne,  brother  and 
■ister  and  sole  heirs  of  Thomas  M.  Browne,  deceased,  v.  The  United  States.] 

STATEMENT  OF  CASE. 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the  Committee 
on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the  14th  day  of  May,  1902.  The 
case  was  brought  to  a  hearing  on  its  merits  on  the  1st  day  of  April,  1907. 

MeflBTB.  Fennebaker  &  Jones  appeared  for  the  claimant,  and  the  Attorney-General, 
by  Jamee  A.  Tanner,  esq.,  his  assistant  and  under  his  direction,  appeared  for  the 
defense  and  the  protection  of  the  interests  of  the  United  States. 

TTie  claimants  in  their  petition  make  substantially  the  following  allegations: 

1.  That  they  are  citizens  of  the  United  States  and  residents  of  the  county  of  Ran- 
dolph, in  the  State  of  Indiana,  and  are  the  brother  and  sister  and  sole  heirs  of  Thomas 
M.  Browne,  deceased. 

2.  That  said  Thomas  M.  Browne,  being  the  lieutenant-colonel  of  Seventh  Regiment 
of  Indiana  Volunteer  Cavalry,  was  duly  appointed  or  commissioned  by  the  governor  of 
the  State  d  Indiana  as  colonel  thereof  on  October  10,  1865;  and  that  from  and  after 
wtdd  date  the  said  Thomas  M.  Browne  assumed  and  performed  all  the  duties  of  his  said 
grade  until  March  14,  1866,  when  he  was  mustered  out  as  lieutenant-colonel:  said 
regiment  was  continuously  below  the  minimum  number  prescribed  by  law  and  regu- 
lauoiL,  uid  far  this  reason,  and  no  other,  said  Thomas  M.  Browne  was  refused  muster 
mod  recognition  in  the  grade  of  colonel  during  said  period. 


2  8ABAH   E.    SMITH   AND   GEOBGE    W.    BROWNE. 

3.  That  during  said  period  the  said  Thomas  M.  Browne  was  allowed  and  paid  only 
the  pay  and  allowances  of  a  lieutenant-colonel,  although  he  was  in  the  continuous 
perlormance  of  the  duties  of  colonel. 

Upon  the  reports  furnished  by  the  War  and  Treasury  Departments  and  upon  other 
evidence,  and  upon  briefs  and  arguments  of  counsel,  the  court  makes  the  following 

FINDINGS  OF  FACT. 

1.  Sarah  E.  Smith  and  George  W.  Browne,  the  claimants  of  this  case,  are  citizens  <rf 
the  United  States  and  residents  of  the  county  of  Randolph,  in  the  State  of  Indiana. 

2.  On  October  10,  1865,  Thomas  M.  Browne  was  lieutenant-colonel  of  Seventh 
R^ment  of  Indiana  Volunteer  Cavaliy.  On  that  date  and  until  he  was  mustered 
out  of  the  service,  to  wit,  on  March  14,  1866,  the  same  was  and  continued  to  be  below 
the  minimum  number  prescribed  by  Greneral  Orders,  No.  182,  of  the  War  Department  of 
June  20,  1863,  carrying  into  effect  section  20  of  the  act  of  Congress  approved  March  3, 
1863  (12  Stat.  L.,  734). 

The  colonel  of  said  Seventh  Reeiment  Indiana  Volunteer  Cavalry  being  then  and 
thereafter  out  of  service  in  said  grade,  the  duties  of  colonel  devolved  upon  said  Thomas 
M.  Browne,  who  then  and  thereafter  assumed  and  performed  all  the  duties  of  colonel 
of  said  Seventh  Regiment  Indiana  Volunteer  Cavalry  until  he  was  mustered  out  as 
lieutenant-colonel,  March  14,  1866. 

The  governor  of  the  State  of  Indiana  also  issued  to  said  Thomas  M.  Browne  a  com- 
mission as  colonel  Seventh  Raiment  of  Indiana  Volunteer  Cavalry. 

3.  On  the  said  October  10,  1865,  the  mustering  officer  then  and  thereafter  refused 
to  muster  the  said  Thomas  M.  Browne  as  colonel  of  said  Seventh  Regiment  of  Indiana 
Volunteer  Cavalry  solely  because  his  command  was  below  its  minimum  strength,  as 
aforesaid,  althougn  he  continued  to  periorm  the  duties  of  colonel  until  he  was  mustered 
out  of  the  service  as  lieutenant-colonel,  March  14,  1866. 

4.  If  the  said  Thomas  M.  Browne  should  be  deemed  colonel  of  Seventh  Regiment 
of  Indiana  Volunteer  Cavalry  and  entitled  to  the  pay  of  that  e:rade,  the  difference 
between  his  pay  and  allowances  as  a  lieutenant-colonel,  which  ne  has  received,  and 
that  of  a  colonel,  to  which  he  would  have  been  entitled  had  he  been  mustered  from 
the  period  from  October  10,  1865,  to  March  14,  1866,  would  amount  to  $202.84  (two 
hunared  and  two  dollars  and  eighty-four  cents),  as  reported  by  the  Auditor  for  the 
War  Department. 

By  the  Coubt. 
FUed  April  1,  1907. 

A  true  copy  of  the  findings  of  fact  as  filed  by  the  court. 

Test  this  2d  day  of  April,  1907. 

[sBAL.]  John  Randolph, 

Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claimi^ 


60th  Congress,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES,  j  Document 
IstSeMum.      )  (   No.  284. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  JOSEPH  IIINSON. 


XXTTBB  FBOM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  COTTBT  OF  CLAIMS 
TBANSMITTINa  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  COTTBT 
IN  THE  CASE  OF  JOSEPH  HINSON  AGAINST  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


Dbcxmbsr  9,  1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

Washington,  December  4,  1907. 
Sm:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court  I  transmit  herewith  a  certi- 
fied copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause,  which 
case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War  Claims, 
House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883,  known  as 
the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Cleric  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

SpeaJcer  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


{Coort  of  CUima.    Congressional,  No.  12169-68.   Joseph  Hinson  v.  The  United  States  J 
BTATEMENT  OF  CASE. 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the  Committee 
>n  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the  14th  day  of  May,  1902.  The  case 
was  brought  to  a  hearine  on  its  merits  on  the  11th  day  of  March,  1907. 

MesBTB.  Pennebaker  4  Jones  appeared  for  the  claimant  and  the  Attorney-General,  by 
Jamee  A.  T&nner,  esq.,  his  assistant  and  under  his  direction,  appeared  for  the  defense 
mud  the  protection  of  the  interests  of  the  United  States. 

The  claimant  in  his  petition  makes  substantially  the  following  allegations: 

1.  That  he  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  and  resident  in  the  county  of  Fierce,  in 
the  State  of  Washington. 

2.  That  he,  being  the  lieutenant-colonel  of  Thirty-third  Regiment  of  Ohio  Volunteer 
Infantry,  was  duly  appointed  or  commissioned  by  the  governor  of  the  State  of  Ohio  as 
colonel  thereof  on  June  26. 1805;  and  that  from  and  after  said  date  he  assumed  and  per- 
fonned  all  the  duties  of  his  said  grade  until  July  19, 1865,  when  he  was  mustered  out  as 
lieutenant-colonel:  said  raiment  was  continuously  below  the  minimum  number  pre- 
scribed by  law  ana  regulation,  and  for  this  reason,  and  no  other,  he  was  refused  muster 
and  recognition  in  the  grade  of  colonel  during  said  period. 

3.  That  during  said  period  he  was  allowed  and  paid  only  the  pay  and  allowances  of  a 
lieutenant-colonel  although  he  was  in  the  continuous  performance  of  the  duliea  ol 
coloneL 


JOSEPH   HINSON, 


Ujioij  the  reports  fumiihed  by  the  War  and  Treasury  Departmetita  fttid  upofi  other 
tvidetice  and  upoD  htlfiis  and  argiuuenm  uf  counsel  the  court  makes  tbe  foUowiiig 

FINDIKG8  OF  FACT. 

L  JuBeph  Hitison,  the  claimani  in  this  case,  is  &  dtis^n  of  the  United  States  and 
reaidoiil  in  the  county  of  Pierce ^  in  the  State  of  Waflhingion. 

2.  Oil  June  2e.  Ifife,  the  said  Joseph  Hinsf>ii  waa  lieuienant-coUjnel  of  Thirty-third 
Kegiment  Ohio  Volunteer  Infantry.  On  that  date  and  until  he  was  musterM  oul  of  the 
eervice,  to  wit.  oti  Jtily  19,  1S05.  the  same  was  and  continued  to  be  below  ihe  mininjum 
number  prescribed  by  General  Order  No.  182  of  the  War  Department  of  June  2t>,  1SC3, 
carrying  into  effect  section  20  of  the  act  of  Congress  approved  March  3 ,  1S^»3 .  ( 12  Slat- 
L..  734.) 

The  colonel  of  said  Tliirtj^-third  Regiment  Ohio  Volunteer  Infantrj' being:  then  and 
I  thereafter  out  of  service  in  said  grade  the  dutieaof  colonel  devolved  upijn  iliii-  5  lainmut, 
who  then  and  thereafter  asHUiued  aud  performed  all  the  duties  of  colonel  uf  said  Thirty* 
third  Regiment  Ohio  Volunteer  Infantry. 

The  governor  of  the  State  of  Ohio  also  isaued  to  this  claimant  a  commission  m  colonel 
Thiriy- third  Regiment  Ohio  Volunteer  Infantry, 

3.  On  the  said  June  26,  1865,  the  mustering  oiUceT  then  and  thereaftf>r  reius^  to 
muster  thia  claimant  as  colonel  of  said  Thirty-third  Regiment  Ohio  Volunteer  Infan- 
try, sohely  because  his  command  was  below  its  minimum  strength^  as  aftirtiAidf 
although  he  cc^ntinued  to  ptfrform  the  duties  of  colonel  until  he  was  mustered  out  of 
the  service  as  lieutenant-colonel,  July  10,  1865. 

4.  If  the  said  Jt^st^ph  Hi  neon  should  be  deemed  colonel  of  Thirty  third  RegimenI 
Ohio  Volunteer  Infantry  and  entitled  to  the  pav  of  that  grade,  the  difference  between 
his  pay  and  alL^wances  a»  a  litutenant-cnlouel  which  he  has  received  and  that  of  a 
colonel  to  which  he  would  have  been  entitled  had  he  been  mustered  for  the  ptriod 
from  Jime  26,  18(»5,  to  July  19, 1806,  would  amount  to  1115.41  |one  hundred  and  mteen 
dollars  and  forty-f>ne  cents),  aa  reptjrted  by  the  Auditor  for  the  War  Depart  men  t^ 
including  abort  pmyment  and  income  tax  on  remusteT. 

By  thk  CotriiT. 
Filed  March  11,  1007, 

A  true  copy  of  the  findings  of  fact  as  filed  by  th$  coutt« 

Tesst  this  l3th  day  of  March,  1S07. 

{S2A.L.]  John  RAKDOT.rn, 

AMmtanl  Clerk  C&urt  qf  Cfotiru* 


I 


•"**% 


iiiM^ 


60th  Congress,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  J  Document 
1st  Session.      [  I    No.  285. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  JOHN  R.  HAMACHER. 


XBTTEB  FBOM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEIIK  OF  THE  COT7BT  OF  CLAIMS 
TBANSMITTINa  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  COT7BT 
IN  THE  CASE  OF  JOHN  B.  HAMACHEB  AGAINST  THE  UNITED 
STATES. 


Dkcembsb  9,  1907. — ^Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

WashingtoUj  December  4,  1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court,  I  transmit  herewith  a  cer- 
tified copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referrea  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War 
Claims,  House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883, 
known  as  the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Court  of  Clalma,  CongressioiuU.  No.  12169—69.    John  R.  Hamacher  v.  The  United  States.] 
STATEMENT   OP  CASE. 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the  Committee 
on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Kepresentatives  on  the  14th  day  of  May,  1902.  The 
case  was  brought  to  a  hearing  on  its  merits  on  the  11th  day  of  March,  1907. 

Messrs.  Pennebaker  &  Jones  appeared  for  the  claimant,  and  the  Attorney-General, 
by  James  A.  Tanner,  esq.,  his  assistant,  and  under  his  direction,  appeared  for  the 
defense  and  the  protection  of  the  interests  of  the  United  States. 

The  claimant,  m  his  petition,  makes  substantially  the  following  allegations: 

1.  That  he  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States,  and  resident  in  the  county  of  Ray, 
in  the  State  of  Missouri. 

2.  That  he,  being  the  captain  of  Company  D,  Forty-ninth  Regiment  of  Indiana 
Volunteer  Infantry,  was  duly  appointed  or  commissionod  by  the  governor  of  the  State 
erf  Indiana  as  major  thereof  on  September  6,  1865,  and  that  from  and  after  said  date 
he  assumed  and  performed  all  the  duties  of  his  said  grade  until  September  18,  1865, 
when  he  was  mustered  out  as  captain.  Said  regiment  was  continuously  below  the 
minimum  number  prescribed  by  law  and  regulation,  and  for  this  reason,  and  no  other, 
he  was  refused  muster  and  recognition  in  the  grade  of  major  during  said  period. 

3.  That  during  said  period  he  was  allowed  and  paid  only  the  pav  and  allowances 
ci  a  captain,  although  he  was  in  the  continuous  performance  of  the  clutios  of  major. 

Upon  the  reports  furnished  by  the  War  and  Treasury  Departments  and  upon  other 
evkfence  and  upon  briefs  and  arguments  of  counsel  the  court  makes  the  following 


I 


FREDERICK  rAMBRECHT, 

Upon  tbo  reports  fttrnished  by  the  War  and  Treasury  Departmpnt*  and  upon  other 
evidence  and  upon  briefi  and  af^giimonts  of  counsel  the  court  makefi  the  following 

FiNmNae  oy  fact. 

1,  Frederick  Lambrecht,  the  claimaiit  In  this  caae,  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States 
and  resident  in  the  county  of  Ramsey,  in  the  State  of  Minnesota. 

2,  On  January  29,  IS^jS,  the  said  Frederick  Lamb recht  wae  tirst  sergeant  of  Com- 
pany Gt  lSt?cood  Regiment  Minnesota  Volunteer  Infantry.  On  that  date  and  untU  he 
was  mustered  into  the  service,  to  wit,  on  April  25, 18C5,  the  fiaine  was  and  continued 
to  be  below  the  mintmum  number  prescribed  by  General  (5rder  No.  182  of  the  War 
Department  of  June  20,  1S63,  canymg  into  effect  eection  20  of  the  act  of  Congrea 
approved  March  3,  186X     ^12  Stat.  L.,  734-) 

The  second  li*?u tenant  of  said  Company  G,  Second  Ked.ment  Minneeota  Yolunteer 
Infantry,  being  then  and  thereafter  out  of  service  in  siaia  grade,  the  dutiee  of  second 
lieutenant  devolved  upon  this  claimant,  who  then  and  thereafter  aseumed  and  per* 
lormed  all  the  duties  of  second  lieutenant  of  said  Company  G,  Second  Regiment  Min- 
nesota Volunteer  Infantry. 

The  governor  of  the  State  of  Minneaota  also  ifisued  to  thie  i  biraant  a  commiMion  as 
second  lieutenant  Company  G,  Second  Regiment  Minneaota  Volunteer  Infantry. 

3.  On  the  said  January  2£lj  1865,  the  mustering  officer  then  and  thereafter  refused  to 
muster  thia  claimant  a^  second  lieutenant  of  said  Co  en  pan  y  G,  Second  Regiment  Minne- 
aota Volunteer  Infantry,  solely  because  hie  commimd  was  below  its  minimum  strength, 
as  aforesaid,  although' he  continued  to  perform  the  dutiea  of  second  lieutenant  until 
he  was  mustered  into  the  sersdce  as  such,  April  25,  1865. 

4.  During  the  period  aforesiid.  to  wit,  from  January  2^,  18G5,  to  April  25, 1865,  this 
claimant  employed  no  fseri'^ant  not  enlisted. 

b.  During  ^id  period  this  claimant  did  draw  rations  from  the  Government. 

6*  If  the  mid  Frederick  Ijimbrecht  fihould  be  deemed  second  lieutenant  of  Com- 
pany G,  Second  Regiment  Minnesota  Volunteer  Infantry,  and  entitled  to  the  pay  of  that 
grade,  the  difference  between  hie  pay  and  allowances  aa  a  first  e^ergenant,  which  he  has 
received,  and  that  of  a  second  lieutenant  to  which  he  would  have  been  entitled  had  he 
been  muMered  for  the  period  from  Jimuiiry  2tJ,  1865,  to  April  24,  1S65,  would  amount  to 
1324,73  (three  hundred  and  iwenty-four  dollars  and  seventy-three  cents)  ^  aa  reported  by 
the  Auditor  for  the  War  Department,  including  |25  advance  bounty  erroneously 
deducted. 

Bt  the  Goubt. 

Ffled  March  18, 1907. 

A  true  copy  of  the  findings  of  fact  aa  filed  by  the  court. 

Test  this  19th  day  of  March,  1907. 

[sBAL.l  John  Randolph, 

Amgtant  (nerh  Cowt  (^  Cnaim. 


60iH Congress,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  (Document 
M  Session.      (  \    No.  286. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  HIRAM  HINES. 


IiBTTBB  FROM  THE  ASSISTANT  GLEBE  OF  THE  COT7BT  OF  CLAIMS 
TBANSMITTINa  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  COT7BT 
IN  THE  CASE  OF  HIRAM  HINES  AGAINST  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


DscEMBEB  9,  1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered,  to  be 

printed. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

Washington^  December  4j  1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court,  I  transmit  herewith  a  cer- 
tified copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referrea  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War 
Claims,  House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883, 
known  as  the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


lOonrt  of  Clalmi.    Congreuional,  No.  12109-76.    Hiram  Hinos  v.  The  United  States.] 
8TATBMBNT  OF  CA8B. 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the  committee 
on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the  14th  day  of  May,  1902.  The 
case  was  brought  to  a  hearing  on  its  merits  on  the  11th  day  of  March,  1907. 

Messrs.  Pennebaker  &  Jones  appeared  for  the  claimant  and  the  Attorney-General, 
by  James  A.  Tanner,  esq.,  his  assistant  and  under  his  direction,  appeared  for  the 
defense  and  the  protection  of  the  interests  of  the  United  States. 

The  claimant  in  his  petition  makes  substantially  the  following  allegations: 

1.  That  he  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  and  resident  in  the  county  of  Hamilton, 
in  the  State  of  Indiana. 

2.  That  he,  bein^  the  first  sereeant  of  Company  H,  Fifty-seventh  Regiment  of 
Indiana  Volunteer  Infantry,  was  auly  appointed  or  commissioned  by  the  governor  of 
the  State  of  Indiana  as  second  lieutenant  thereof  on  June  1,  1865;  and  that  from  and 
after  said  date  he  assumed  and  performed  all  the  duties  of  his  said  grade  until  January 
3,  1866,  when  he  was  musterec  out  as  first  sergeant;  said  regiment  was  continuously 
below  the  minimum  number  prescribed  by  law  and  regulation,  and  for  this  reason, 
and  no  other,  he  was  refused  muster  and  recognition  in  tne  grade  of  second  lieutenant 
duringsaid  period. 

3.  That  during  said  period  he  was  allowed  and  paid  only  the  pay  and  allowances  of 
a  fint  sergeant,  although  he  was  in  the  continuous  performance  of  the  duties  of  second 
Ueatenant. 

Upon  the  reports  furnished  by  the  War  and  Treasury  Departments  and  upon  other 
#fiaence  and  upon  briefs  and  arguments  of  counsel  the  court  makes  the  following 


FETTDERICK  LAHBKEOHT. 

Upon  the  reports  furnighed  by  t!ie  War  and  Tri^wury  Departments  and  upon  othef 
\  bn^eis  and  aigumente  of  coumel  the  cauit  makee  tke  foLLowii^ . 

wamxnm  <Nr  wijat. 

1.  Frederick  Lambreclitf  the  claimant  in  this  case,  ia  a  citizen  of  the  United  Sb 
and  rt«id(?nt  in  the  county  of  Raiosoy-j  in  the  State  oJ  Minnt'sota. 

2;  On  January  29,  1S65,  the  said  FVedorick  Lambrecht  was  hrat  seig^sot  of  Com- 
pany Gf  Second  R*?ginK»nt  Minnesota  Volunteer  Infantry,  On  that  date  and  untU  he 
was  mustered  into  the  service,  to  wit,  on  April  25,  1866,  the  eame  was  and  cou tinned 
to  be  below  the  minimum  number  ipreecribed  by  General  Order  No.  182  of  the  War 
Department  of  June  20,  1803,  carrying  into  effect  section  20  of  the  act  of  Congress 
apjproved  March  3.  1863.    (U  Stat.  L.,  734^ 

The  second  lieutenant  of  said  Company  G,  Second  Regiment  Minnesota  Volunteer 
Infantry,  being  then  and  thereafter  out  of  iervice  in  eaid  grade,  the  duties  of  second 
lieutenant  devolved  npon  this  claimant,  who  then  and  thereafter  aasiuned  and  per- 
formed all  the  duties  of  second  lieuienant  of  said  Company  G,  Second  Begiment  Min^ 
neeota  Volunteer  Infantry* 

The  governor  of  the  Bt^te  of  Minnesota  also  iasued  to  this  rlaiiuant  a  commiMion  aa 
second  lieutenant  Company  G,  Second  Regiment  Minnetsota  Volunteer  Infantry. 

3.  On  the  said  January  29,  1865,  tbe  muBteriiig  officer  then  and  thereafter  Tefused  to 
muster  this  ehumunt  as  aectmd  lieutenant  of  said  Company  G,  Second  Raiment  Minne- 
sota Volunteer  Infantry,  solely  because  hia  command  was  below  its  minimum  strength, 
m  aforesaid,  although  he  continued  to  perform  the  duties  of  second  lieutenant  until 
he  was  mustered  into  the  service  as  such,  April  25,  1S66. 

4.  I  hi  ri  tig:  the  period  aforetsiid,  to  wit,  from  January  29, 18  C5,  to  April  25, 1865 » this 
claimant  eniploved  no  servant  not  enlisted. 

6.  During  eai 5  period  this  claimant  did  draw  rations  from  the  Government. 

6,  If  the  said  Frederick  Lambrecht  should  be  deemed  second  lieutenant  of  Com^ 
pany  Gt  Second  Regiment  Minnesota  Volunteer  Infantry,  and  entitled  to  the  pay  of  tliat 
grade,  the  difference  between  his  pay  and  allowances  as  a  hrai  sergeant,  whjcli  he  has 
received,  and  that  of  a  i!*econd  lieutenant  to  which  he  would  have  been  entitled  bad  he 
been  mustered  (or  the  period  from  January  29,  1865,  to  April  24^  1S65,  would  amount  to 
$324.73  (^ three  hundred  and  twenty-four  dollars  and  steventy-three  cents) ^  ae  reported  by 
tlie  Auditor  for  the  War  Department i  including  |25  advance  bounty  efroneoudy 
deducted , 

Bt  thb  Goubt. 

Filed  March  18, 1907. 

A  trae  copy  of  the  findings  of  fact  aa  filed  by  the  court. 

Test  this  19th  day  of  March,  1907. 

[SBAL.]  John  Randolph, 

AMistairU  Clerk  Couri  <^  ClaimM. 


60th  Congress,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES,  j  Document 
let  Session.      \  /    No.  287. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  JOHANNAH  H.  HOUPS,  WIDOW  OF 

MICHAEL  HOUPS. 


LBTTEB  FBOM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  COT7BT  OF  CLAIMS 
TBANSMTTTINd  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  97  THE  COT7BT 
•IN  THE   CASE   OF  JOHANNAH  H.   HOTJPS,   WIDOW  OF  MICHAEL 
BOOTJPS,  DECEASED,  AGAINST  THE  XTNTTED  STATES. 


DxcBMBBR  9, 1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claimfi  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

WdshingtoTiy  December  4,  1907. 
Sib:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court,  I  transmit  herewith  a  cer- 
tified copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War 
Claims,  House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883, 
known  as  the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  OlerJc  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

SpeaJcer  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Coort  of  ClaiinB.    Congressional,  No.  12160-77.    Jotaannah  H.  Houps,  widow  ot  Michael  Houpi, 
deceased,  v.  The  United  States.] 

STATEMENT  OF  CASE. 

The  claim  in  the  ^bove-entitled  case  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the  Committee 
on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the  14th  day  of  May,  1902.  The  case 
WM  brought  to  a  hearing  on  its  merits  on  the  11th  day  of  March,  1907. 

Meeero.  Pennebaker  &  Jones  appeared  for  the  claimant  and  the  Attorney-General, 
by  James  A.  Tanner,  esq.,  his  assistant  and  under  his  direction,  appeared  for  the 
defense  and  the  protection  of  the  interests  of  the  United  States. 

The  claimant  in  her  petition  makes  substantially  the  following  allegations: 

1.  That  she  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  and  resident  of  the  county  of  Dubuque, 
in  the  State  of  Iowa,  and  is  the  widow  of  Michael  Roups,  deceased. 

2.  That  said  Michael  Roups  being  the  first  sergeant  of  Company  E,  Twenty-first 
Regiment  Iowa  Volunteer  Infantry,  was  duly  appointed  or  commissioned  by  tbe 
governor  of  the  State  of  Iowa  as  second  lieutenant  thereof  on  February  7,  1865;  and 
that  from  and  after  said  date  the  said  Michael  Roups  assumed  and  performed  all  the 
duties  of  his  said  grade  until  July  25, 1865,  when  he  was  mustered  out  as  first  sergeant: 
■kid  regiment  was  continuously  below  the  minimum  number  prescribed  by  law  ana 
regulation,  and  for  this  reason,  and  no  other,  said  Michael  Roups  was  refused  muster 
an  reoognition  in  the  grade  of  second  lieutenant  during  said  period. 


SOLOMON    P.    BROCKWAY. 


FINDINQS  OV  VACT. 


1.  Solomon  P.  Brockway,  the  claimant  in  this  case,  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States 
and  resident  in  the  county  of  Augusta,  in  the  State  of  Vii^ginia. 

2.  On  June  27,  1865,  the  said  Solomon  P.  Brockway  was  major  Ninth  Regiment 
Michigan  Volunteer  Cavalry.  On  that  date  and  until  he  was  mustered  out  of  service, 
to  wit,  on  August  9, 1865,  the  same  was  and  continued  to  be  below  the  minimum  num- 
ber prescribed  by  General  Orders,  No.  182,  of  the  War  Department  of  June  20, 1863, 
carrying  into  effect  section  20  of  the  act  of  Congress  approved  March  3,  1863  (12  Stat. 
L.,  734). 

The  lieutenant-colonel  of  said  Ninth  Regiment  Michigan  Volunteer  Cavalr^r  was 
promoted  colonel  June  27, 1865,  vice  Acker,  resigned  June  27, 1865,  and  the  duties  of 
lieutenant-colonel  devolved  upon  this  claimant,  who  then  and  thereafter  assumed 
and  performed  all  the  duties  of  lieutenant-colonel  of  said  Ninth  Regiment  Michigan 
Volunteer  Cavalry  until  August  9,  1865. 

The  governor  of  the  State  of  Michigan  also  issued  to  this  claimant  a  commission  as 
lieutenant-colonel  Ninth  Regiment  Michigan  Volunteer  Cavalry. 

3.  On  the  said  June  27,  1865,  the  mustering  officer  then  and  thereafter  refused  to 
muster  this  claimant  as  lieutenant-colonel  of  said  Ninth  Regiment  Michigan  Volunteer 
Cavalry  solely  because  his  command  was  below  its  minimum  strength,  as  aforesaid, 
although  he  continued  to  perform  the  duties  of  lieutenant-colonel  until  he  was  mus- 
tered out  of  the  service  as  maior  August  9,  1866. 

4.  If  the  said  Solomon  P.  Brockway  should  be  deemed  lieutenant-colonel  Ninth 
Regiment  Michigan  Volunteer  Cavalry  and  entitled  to  the  pay  of  that  grade,  the  differ- 
ence between  his  pay  and  allowances  as  a  maior,  which  he  has  received,  and  that  of  a 
lieutenant-colonel,  to  which  he  would  have  been  entitled  had  he  been  mustered  for 
the  period  from  June  27,  1865,  to  August  9,  1865,  would  amount  to  $92.64  (ninety-two 
dollars  and  sixty-four  cents),  as  reported  by  the  Auditor  for  the  War  Department. 

By  thb  Coubt. 
Filed  April  1,  1907. 

A  true  copy  of  the  findings  of  fact  as  filed  by  the  court. 

Test  this  2d  day  of  April,  1907. 

[sEAL.J  John  Randolph, 

Assistant  Clerl  Cowrt  of  Ctaxmi 


earn  Congress,  )   HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES,  j  Document 
1st  Session.      J  1    No.  288. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  ANNA  CAVANAUGH,  HEIR  OF 

JOHN  FRYER. 


ISTTEB  FROM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  COT7BT  OF  CLAIMS 
TBANSMTTTINa  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  COT7BT 
IN  THE  CASE  OF  ANNA  CAVANAUGH,  SISTER  AND  HEIR  OF  JOHN 
FRYER,  DECEASED,  AGAINST  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


DxcBMBBB  9,  1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

WdsTiington,  December  4,  1907. 
Sm:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court,  I  transmit  herewith  a  cer- 
tified copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War  Claims, 
House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883,  known  as 
the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims, 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Court  of  Claims.    Congressional,  No.  1216^53.    Anna  Cavanaugh,  sister  and  solo  heir  of  Joha 
Fryer,  deceased,  v.  The  United  States.] 

STATEMENT  OF  CASE. 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the  Committee 
on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the  14th  day  of  May,  1902.  The  case 
wftB  brought  to  a  hearing  on  its  merits  on  the  11th  day  of  March,  1907. 

Meesrs.  Pennebaker  &  Jones  appeared  for  the  claimant  and  the  Attorney-General,  by 
James  A.  Tanner,  esq.,  his  assistant  and  under  his  direction,  appeared  for  the  defense 
and  Uie  protection  of  the  interests  of  the  United  States. 

The  claimant  in  her  petition  makes  substantially  the  following  allegations: 

1.  That  she  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  and  resident  of  the  county  of  Otsego,  in 
the  State  of  New  York,  and  is  the  sister  and  sole  heir  at  law  of  John  Fryer,  deceased. 

2.  That  said  John  Fryer,  being  the  major  of  Forty-third  Regiment  of  New  York  Vol- 
unteer Infantry,  was  duly  appointed  or  commissioned  by  the  governor  of  the  State  of 
New  York  as  lieutenant-colonel  thereof  on  February  1,  18G4;  and  that  from  and  after 
said  date  the  said  John  Fryer  assumed  and  performed  all  the  duties  of  his  said  grade 
until  May  8,  1864,  when  he  was  mustered  in  as  such;  said  regiment  was  continuously 
below  the  minimum  number  prescribed  by  law  and  regulation,  and  for  this  r('as<»n.  and 
nooUicr,  said  John  Fryer  was  refused  muster  and  recognition  in  the  grade  of  lieutenant- 
oolofn^  during  said  period. 
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AKNA   CAVAHAtJ&H. 

3.  That  during  aaid  period  the  said  John  Fry  or  waa  allowed  »ud  paid  only  the  p»y 
and  alio  wan  cBBoi  a  nia.jor^  although  he  waa  in  tlie  continiioua  performance  of  the  duties 
of  lieutenant-coloneL 

Upon  the  reports  furnished  by  the  War  and  Treaeury  Departments  and  upon  othcif 
eviaenee  and  upon  briefs  aad  a^ments  of  counjsel  the  court  makes  the  following 

1.  Anna  Cavanaughj  the  claitnant  of  thla  case,  is  a  ctti^^en  of  the  United  StaLci  and 
rodent  of  the  county  of  Otaego,  in  the  State  of  New  York. 

2*  On  February  1^  1864,  the  said  John  Fryer  was  major  of  Forty-third  Regiment  of 
New  York  Volunteer  Infantry,  On  that  date  and  until  he  wai  mustered  into  the  serv- 
ice as  lieutenant-colon  el  I  to  wit,  on  Mav  8,  1864,  the  s^anie  was  and  continued  to  be 
below  the  miaimum  number  preacri bed  oy  General  Order  No,  182  of  the  War  De|^jV 
Mont  of  June  20,  hSGS,  ca^rJ^ng  into  effect  section  30  of  the  act  of  Congteaa  appToved 
March  3,  1863  (12  StM.  L.,  734  J. 

The  lieu  ten  ant'^X)lonol  of  said  Fort^-third  Regiment  New  York  Volunteer  rniantry 
being  then  and  thereafter  out  of  eervice  in  said  grade,  the  duties  of  lieuteiiant-o>lonel 
devolved  upon  said  John  Fryer,  who  then  and  thereafter  assumed  and  performed  all 
the  dutiea  of  lieutenant -colonel  of  said  Forty-third  Regiment  New  York  Volunte€r 
Infantry  until  May  8^  1864. 

The  governor  of  the  Stivte  of  New  York  aleo  iasudd  to  aaid  John  Fryer  a  commiasioii  am 
lieutenant-colonel  Forty-third  Regiment  of  New  York  Volunteer  Infantry. 

3.  On  the  eaid  Febmary  I^  1^4,  the  mustering  ofhcer  then  and  tlu?reafter  refuaed  to 
raueter  the  said  John  Fryer  as  lieutenant-colonel  of  said  Fort^^-thir^l  Fk^iment  of  New 
York  Volunteer  Infantry  solely  because  hia  command  was  below  its  minimum  strength^ 
as  aforesaid,  although  he  continued  to  perform  the  duties  of  lieutenant-colonel  untfl  he 
was  mustered  into  the  service  aa  such  May  8,  1664. 

4*  If  the  said  John  Fryer  should  be  deemed  lieutenant-colonel  of  Forty^thifd  Rf^* 
ment  of  New  York  A^olunteer  Infantry  and  entitled  to  the  pay  of  tliai  grade,  the  dififer- 
ence  between  his  pay  and  allowances  as  a  major,  which  he  has  received,  and  that  ot  a 
Ueut-enant'Colooel  to"  which  he  would  have  been  entitled  had  lie  been  muatered  from 
tile  period  from  February  2,  1864,  to  May  7,  1864^  would  amount  tc^  $60.80  {sixty  dollaca 
and  eighty  centa)  aa  reported  by  the  Auditor  for  the  War  Department. 

Bt  the  Coust, 

Filed  March  11^  1&07. 

A  true  copy  of  the  findings  of  fact  aa  filed  by  the  court. 
Test  thifl  iSth  day  of  March,  1907, 


[afiAL.J 


Jomi   RAK1»Of.TtT, 

Asiittant  Clerk  Court  of  Ctaim$. 
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GOTH  Congress,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES,  j  Document 
1st  Session.      \  1    No.  289. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  JOHN  W.  POLAND. 


£BTTEB  FROy  THE  ASSISTANT  GLEBE  OF  THE  C0T7BT  OF  CLAIMS 
TBANSMTTTINQ  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  COUBT 
IN  THE  CASE  OF  JOHN  W.  FOLAND  AGAINST  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


DscxMBBB  9, 1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  op  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

WashiTigtonj  December  4,  1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court^  I  transmit  herewith  a  certi- 
fied C5opy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause,  which 
case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War  Claims, 
House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883,  known  as 
the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


I 


ICoart  of  CUimfl.    Congressional,  No.  12ie]HS0.   John  W.  Foland  v.  The  United  Statei.] 
STATEMENT  OF  CASE. 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the  Committee 
<m  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the  14th  day  of  May,  1902.  The 
case  was  brought  to  a  hearing  on  its  merits  on  the  11th  day  of  March,  1907. 

MesBTB.  Pennebaker  &  Jones  appeared  for  the  claimant,  and  the  Attorney-General,  by 
James  A.  Tanner,  esq.,  his  assistant  and  under  his  direction,  appeared  for  the  defense 
and  the  protection  of  the  interests  of  the  United  States. 

The  claimant  in  his  petition  makes  substantially  the  following  allegations: 

1.  That  he  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  and  resident  in  the  county  of  Madison,  in 
the  State  of  Indiana. 

2.  That  he,  being  the  first  sergeant  of  Company  E,  Thirty-fourth  Regiment  Indiana 
Volunteer  Ini^tr;^,  was  duly  appointed  or  commissioned  by  the  governor  of  the  State 
<rf  Indiana  as  first  lieutenant  thereof  on  June  1, 1865,  and  that  from  and  after  said  date 
he  assumed  and  performed  all  the  duties  of  his  said  grade  until  February  20,  1866, 
when  he  was  mustered  out  as  first  sergeant;  said  regiment  was  continuously  below  the 
minimum  number  prescribed  by  law  and  regulation,  and  for  this  reason,  and  no  other, 
he  was  refused  muster  and  recognition  in  the  grade  of  first  lieutenant  during  said  period. 

3.  That  during  said  period  he  was  allowed  and  paid  only  the  pay  and  allowances  of  a 
fint  sergeant,  although  he  was  in  the  continuous  performance  of  the  duties  of  first 
lieutenant. 

Upon  the  reports  furnished  by  the  War  and  Treasury  Departments,  and  upon  other 
•videnoe  and  upon  briefs  and  arguments  of  counsel,  the  coiirt  makes  the  following 
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J03EPH    HlNeOK. 


Upon  Ihe  reports  fumiihed  by  the  War  and  Treaatiry  departments  and  «pon  other 
idence  and  upon  briefs  and  arguments  of  counsel  the  court  makes  the  IciUowing 

hk&xkgs  ow  fact. 

L  Joseph  Hinscjn,  the  claimant  in  this  case,  is  a  dtixem  of  the  tfnii^d  States  and 
reside tj I  in  the  county  of  Pierce,  in  the  State  nf  Washington* 

2*  Oti  Jane  26^  1865,  the  said  Joseph  Hinson  waa  lieutenant-colonel  of  Thirty-third 
Regi  me  nt  Ohio  Vol  unt  eer  I  nf an tr y .  On  that  date  and  uti  ti  1  he  wa.^  m  uMered  out  ot  t  he 
eervice»  to  wit.  on  July  19 »  18ti5  the  same  was  and  continued  to  be  below  the  minimum 
number  pres(:Hl>ed  by  General  Order  No.  182  of  the  War  Department  of  June  20,  I8<J3^ 
carrying  mto  effect  section  20  of  the  act  of  Congreaa  appro  ved  ^larch  3^  18(33.  (12  btJit^ 
L..734.) 

The  colonel  of  said  Thirty-third  Regiment  Ohio  Volunteer  Infantr>'heiiig  then 4^4 
thereafter  out  of  service  in  said  g'rado  the  duties  of  colonel  devolved  up«>ti  this  etalaianti 
who  then  and  thereafter  a^^umed  and  performed  all  the  duties  of  coluuol  of  gaid  Thirty- 
third  Regiment  Ohio  Volunteer  Infantry. 

The  gi>vornor  of  tbc^  State  of  VhUt  alwi  ise^ied  t«  this  claimant  a  eommissioB  afl  coloael 
Thirty- third  Regiment  Ohio  Volunteer  Infantry. 

3.  On  the  mid  June  26,  18ft5,  the  inuj^ttmng  oflicex  then  and  thereiafter  refused  to 
muster  this  claimant  a^  colonel  of  said  Thirty-third  Regiment  Ohio  Volunteer  Infan- 
try, 9oMy  because  hie  command  ^as  bfdow  iu  mitnmum  etrengihj  as  afurt'saidt 
although  ne  continued  to  perform  the  duties  of  colonel  until  he  wna  mustered  out  of 
the  service  as  lieutenaut-colonol,  July  19^  1Mb. 

4,  If  the  said  Joseph  Hinson  should  be  deemed  colonel  of  Thirtv-third  Regiment 
Ohio  Volunteer  Infantry  and  entitled  to  the  pav  of  that  grade ,  the  difference  betweea 
his  pay  and  ftllowanc*ia  as  a  ljeuteiiant-c<iloneI  which  he  has  received  and  that  of  m 
colonel  to  whirh  he  would  have  been  entitled  bad  be  been  mustered  for  llie  period 
from  June  Sti  lHt>5»  to  July  19,  18f)5,  would  amount  to  $115.41  (one  hundred  and  Ofi^a 
dollar?^  and  forty-one  cents),  a«  reported  by  the  Auditor  for  ihe^  War  Departmextt, 
including  siuirt  paytuent  and  income  tax  on  remuBter. 

By  the  CotmT, 
Filed  March  11,  1907. 

A  true  copy  of  the  findings  of  fiaet  m  filed  by  the  cotirt. 

Test  this  13th  day  of  March,  1Q07. 

[seal.]  John  RA%rnoLrK, 
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60th  Congress,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  J  Document 
1st  Session.      f  "I    No.  285. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  JOHN  R.  HAMACHER. 


£BTTEB  FBOM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEIIK  OF  THE  COT7BT  OF  CLAIMS 
TBANSMITTINa  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  COT7BT 
IN  THE  CASE  OF  JOHN  B.  HAMACHEB  AGAINST  THE  UNITED 
STATES. 


Dkcembkr  9,  1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

Washington,  December  4,  1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court,  I  transmit  herewith  a  cer- 
tified copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War 
Claims,  House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883, 
known  as  the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Court  of  Clalma,  CongressioiuU.  No.  12169—69.    John  R.  Hamacher  v.  The  United  States.] 
STATEMENT  OP  CASE. 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the  Committee 
on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the  14th  day  of  May,  1902.  The 
case  was  brought  to  a  hearing  on  its  merits  on  the  11th  day  of  March,  1907. 

Messrs.  Pennebaker  &  Jones  appeared  for  the  claimant,  and  the  Attorney-General, 
by  Jamet  A.  Tanner,  esq.,  his  assistant,  and  under  his  direction,  appeared  for  the 
defense  and  the  protection  of  the  interests  of  the  United  States. 

The  claimant,  m  his  petition,  makes  substantially  the  following  allegations: 

1.  That  he  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States,  and  resident  in  the  county  of  Ray, 
in  the  State  of  Missouri. 

2.  That  he,  being  the  captain  of  Company  D,  Forty-ninth  Regiment  of  Indiana 
Volunteer  Infantry,  was  duly  appointed  or  commissioned  by  the  governor  of  the  State 
of  Indiana  as  major  thereof  on  September  6,  1865,  and  that  from  and  after  said  date 
he  aBBumed  and  performed  all  the  duties  of  his  said  grade  until  September  18,  1865, 
when  he  was  mustered  out  as  captain.  Said  regiment  was  continuously  below  the 
minimum  number  prescribed  by  law  and  regulation,  and  for  this  reas<m,  and  no  other, 
he  was  refused  muster  and  recognition  in  the  grade  of  major  during  said  period. 

3.  That  during  said  period  he  was  allowed  and  paid  only  the  pav  and  allowances 
of  a  captain,  although  he  was  in  the  continuous  performance  of  the  cluties  of  major. 

Upon  the  reports  furnished  by  the  War  and  Treasury  Departments  and  upon  other 
erioeiice  and  upon  briefs  and  arguments  of  counsel  the  court  makes  the  1oVV»o^'\\n% 


JOHH  B;  HAMAOHEB. 


undinos  ov  fact. 


1.  Jolm  R.  Hamacher,  the  claimant  in  this  case,  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States 
and  resident  in  the  county  of  Ray^  in  the  State  of  Missouri. 

2.  fin  September  6, 1865^  the  said  John  R.  Hamacher  was  captain  of  Company  D, 
Forty-ninth  Rq;iment  Indiana  Volunteer  Infantry.  On  that  date  and  until  he  was 
mustered  out  of  the  service,  to  wit,  on  September  18,  1865.  the  same  was  and  con- 
tinued to  be  below,  the  minimiim  number  prescribed  by  General  Order  No.  182  of 
the  War  BeparUnent  of  June  20,  1868,  carrying  into  effect  section  20  of  the  act  of 
Oonsress  approved  March  3, 1868.     (12  Stat.  L..  734.) 

The  major  of  said  Fort^r-ninth  Rej^iment  Indiana  Volunteer  -In&ntry  being  then 
and  Hiereafter  out  of  service  in  said  grade,  the  duties  of  major  devolved  upon  this 
claimant,  who  then  and  thereafter  assumed  and  performed  all  the  duties  of  majinr  ci 
said  Forty-ninth  R^ment  Indiana  Volunteer  Intantry. 

iThe  ffpvemor  of  the  State  of  Indiana  also  issued  to  this  claimant  a  oommlaBkm  is 
major.  Forty-ninth  Regiment  Indiana  Volunteer  Infantry. 

3.  On  the  said  September  6, 1865,  the  mustering  officer  then  and  thereafter  noosed 
to  muster  this  claimant  as  major  of  said  Forty-ninth  Regiment  Indiana  Vfdunteer 
In&ntry,  solely  because  his  command  was  below  its  minimum  strength,  as  alaresaid, 
althougn  he  continued  to  perform  the  duties  of  major  until  he  was  musterod  oat  of  the 
service  as  captain,  September  18. 1865. 

4.  If  the  said  John  R.  Hamacner  should  be  deemed  major,  For^-ninth  Redment 
Indiana  Volunteer  Infantry,  and  entitled  to  the  pay  of  that  gnde.  the  difrarance 
between  his  pav  and  allowances  as  a  captain  which  he  has  received,  and  that  of  a 
major  to  which  he  would  have  been  entitled  had  he  been  mustered  for  the  period  from 
September  6, 1865,  to  September  18, 1865,  would  amount  to  $42.38  (forty-two  doUaa 
and  thirty-eight  cents),  as  reported  by  the  Auditor  for  the  War  Department,  including 
14.86  erroneously  stopped  for  income  tax  on  remuster. 

Bt  thi  Coubt. 
Filed  March  11, 1907. 

A  true  copy  of  the  findings  of  fact  as  filed  by  the  court. 

Test  this  13th  day  of  March,  1907. 

[sBAL.]  John  Riaa>OLPH, 

Amttant  Oerl  Court  of  CbAtm. 


80th  Congress,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  J  Document 
M  Session.      )  I    No.  286. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  HIRAM  HINES. 


LBTTBB  FROM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEBH  OF  THE  COURT  OF  CLAIMS 
TBANSMITTINa  A  COPT  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  COURT 
IK  THE  CASE  OF  HIRAM  HINES  AGAINST  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


DxcBMBEB  9,  1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered,  to  be 

printed. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Offiob, 

WashiTigtonj  December  4,  1907. 
Sib:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court,  I  transmit  herewith  a  cer- 
tified copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referrea  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War 
Claims,  House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883, 
known  as  the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


lOonrt  of  Clalmi.    Congressional,  No.  12109-76.    Hiram  Hinos  v.  The  United  States.] 
8TATBMBNT  OF  CA8B. 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the  committee 
on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the  14th  day  of  May,  1902.  The 
case  was  brought  to  a  hearing  on  its  merits  on  the  11th  day  of  March,  1907. 

Measrs.  Pennebaker  &  Jones  appeared  for  the  claimant  and  the  Attorney-General, 
by  James  A.  Tanner,  esq.,  his  assistant  and  under  his  direction,  appeared  for  the 
defense  and  the  protection  of  the  interests  of  the  United  States. 

Tlie  claimant  in  his  petition  makes  substantially  the  following  allegations: 

1.  That  he  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  and  resident  in  the  county  of  Hamilton, 
in  the  State  of  Indiana. 

2.  That  he,  being  the  first  sereeant  of  Company  H,  Fifty-seventh  Regiment  of 
Indiftna  Volunteer  Infantry,  was  auly  appointed  or  commissioned  by  the  governor  of 
the  State  of  Indiana  as  second  lieutenant  thereof  on  June  1,  1865;  and  that  from  and 
after  said  date  he  assumed  and  performed  all  the  duties  of  his  said  grade  until  January 
3,  1866,  when  he  was  musterea  out  as  first  sergeant;  said  regiment  was  continuously 
below  the  minimum  number  prescribed  by  law  and  regulation,  and  for  this  reason, 
and  no  other,  he  was  refused  muster  and  recognition  in  the  grade  of  second  lieutenant 
during  said  period. 

3.  That  during  said  period  he  was  allowed  and  paid  only  the  pay  and  allowances  of 
a  fint  sergeant,  although  he  was  in  the  continuous  performance  of  the  duties  of  second 
lieutenant. 

Upon  the  reports  furnished  by  the  War  and  Treasury  Departments  and  upon  other 
•vidence  and  upon  briefs  and  arguments  of  counsel  the  court  makes  the  follo^YYi^ 


JOHN   B.  HAMAGHEB. 


PIKDINOB  OF  FACT. 


1.  John  R.  Hamacher,  the  claimant  in  this  case,  Is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States 
and  resident  in  the  county  of  Ray^  in  the  State  of  Missouri. 

2.  Pn  September  6,  1865,  the  said  John  R.  Hamacher  was  captain  of  Company  D, 
Forty-ninth  Regiment  Indiana  Volunteer  Infantry.  On  that  date  and  until  he  was 
mustered  out  of  the  service,  to  wit,  on  September  18,  1865,  the  same  was  and  con- 
tinued to  be  below  the  minimum  number  prescribed  by  General  Order  No.  182  of 
the  War  Department  of  June  20,  1863,  carrying  into  effect  section  20  of  the  act  of 
Congress  approved  March  3,  1863.      (12  Stat.  L.,  734.) 

The  major  of  said  Forty-ninth  Regiment  Indiana  Volunteer  Infantry  being  then 
and  thereafter  out  of  service  in  said  grade,  the  duties  of  major  devolved  upon  this 
claimant,  who  then  and  thereafter  assumed  and  performed  all  the  duties  of  major  of 
said  Forty-ninth  Regiment  Indiana  Volunteer  Infantry. 

The  governor  of  the  State  of  Indiana  also  issued  to  this  claimant  a  commission  as 
major.  Forty-ninth  Regiment  Indiana  Volunteer  Infantry. 

3.  On  the  said  September  6,  1865,  the  mustering  officer  then  and  thereafter  refused 
to  muster  this  claimant  as  major  of  said  Forty-ninth  Regiment  Indiana  Volunteer 
Infantry,  solely  because  his  command  was  below  its  minimum  strength,  as  aforesaid, 
although  he  continued  to  perform  the  duties  of  major  until  he  was  mustered  out  of  the 
service  as  captain,  September  18,  1866. 

4.  If  the  said  John  R.  Hamacher  should  be  deemed  major,  Forty-ninth  Raiment 
Indiana  Volunteer  Infantry,  and  entitled  to  the  pay  of  that  gxade.  the  difference 
between  his  pay  and  allowances  as  a  captain  which  he  has  received,  and  that  of  a 
major  to  whicn  he  would  have  been  entitled  had  he  been  mustered  for  the  period  from 
September  6,  1865,  to  September  18,  1866,  would  amount  to  $42.38  (forty-two  dollars 
and  thirty-eight  cents),  as  reported  by  the  Auditor  for  the  War  Department,  including 
14.86  erroneously  stopped  for  income  tax  on  remuster. 

By  the  Coubt. 
Filed  March  11,  1907. 

A  true  copy  of  the  findings  of  fact  as  filed  by  the  court. 

Test  this  13th  day  of  March,  1907. 

[seal.]  John  Randolph, 

Assistant  Clerk  Court  c/  Claims. 

o 


COthConobess,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES,  j  Document 
let  Session.      \  /    No.  287. 


FINDINQS  IN  CASE  OF  JOHANNAH  H.  HOUPS,  WIDOW  OF 

MICHAEL  HOUPS. 


LBTTEB  FROM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  COUET  OF  CLAIMS 
TBANSMTTTINd  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  9T  THE  COUET 
•IN  THE   CASE   OF  JOHANNAH  H.   HOTJPS,   WIDOW  OF  MICHAEL 
BK)T7PS,  DECEASED,  AGAINST  THE  XTNTTED  STATES. 


DacBMBER  9, 1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

Washington  J  December  4,  1907. 
Sib:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court,  I  transmit  herewith  a  cer- 
tified copy  of  the  findinp  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War 
Claims,  House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883, 
known  as  the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  OlerJc  Court  of  Olaims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representaiives. 


[Court  of  Claims.    Congressional,  No.  12169-77.    Jotaannah  H.  Houps,  widow  of  Michael  Hoops, 
deceased,  v.  The  United  States.] 

STATEMENT  OP  CASE.         ^ 

The  claim  in  the  ^bove-entitled  case  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the  Committee 
on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the  14th  day  of  May,  1902.  The  case 
WIS  brought  to  a  hearing  on  its  merits  on  the  11th  day  of  March,  1907. 

Measrs.  Pemiebaker  &  Jones  appeared  for  the  claimant  and  the  Attorney-General, 
by  James  A.  Tanner,  esq.,  his  assistant  and  under  his  direction,  appeared  for  the 
defense  and  the  protection  of  the  interests  of  the  United  States. 

The  claimant  m  her  petition  makes  substantially  the  following  allegations: 

1.  That  she  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  and  resident  of  the  county  of  Dubuque, 
in  the  State  of  Iowa,  and  is  the  widow  of  Michael  Roups,  deceased. 

2.  That  said  Michael  Houps  being  the  first  sergeant  of  Company  E,  Twenty-first 
Regiment  Iowa  Volunteer  Infantry,  was  duly  appointed  or  commissioned  by  the 
eovemor  of  the  State  of  Iowa  as  second  lieutenant  thereof  on  February  7,  1865;  and 
ttiat  from  and  after  said  date  the  said  Michael  Houps  assumed  and  performed  all  the 
duties  of  his  said  grade  until  July  25, 1865,  when  he  was  mustered  out  as  first  sergeant: 
aid  regiment  was  continuously  below  the  minimum  number  prescribed  by  law  and 
regulation,  and  for  this  reason,  and  no  other,  said  Michael  Houps  was  refused  muster 
an  reoognition  in  the  grade  of  second  lieutenant  during  said  period. 


% 


JIMyOSBCAH  H.  HOUP8. 


^^iriliiLS^d  l^mo^  tfetA  said  Ifichael  Houps  was  allowed  and  paid  only  the 

^^$1^^  xi^^oiti^iiifBiAb^  by  the  War  and  Treasury  Departments  and  upon  other 
fpi|j5H»c»4M5>d  iiqgKMk  baefii  and  aiguments  of  counsel  the  cpxat  makes  the  Icdlowing 

unpingTs  ov  fact. 

1,  Jobauna  H.  Boups,  widow  of  Michael  Houps,  deceased,  the  clahnant  of  tiiis 
MiM»  ^  ii  i  itiit^n  o!  this^  UnJt^  States  and  resident  A  the  county  of  Dubuque,  in  the 
f^Ui  of  li>WU. 

n  . . .  I  ^  I ,  ^^J^  7  *  1 S65 ,  Mi  chael  Ho  aps  was  first  seigeant  of  Company  B,  Twenty-fint 
Br  w»  Volunteer  Infantry.    On  that  liate  and  until  he  was  mustered  out  of 

«ri  V .  _  ,  :-  L  ii ,  iin  July  25, 1845  the  same  was  and  continued  to  be  below  the  minimum 
iiuukht^r  prt^cribod  by  General  Order  No.  182  of  tke  War  Department  of  June  20. 
I  saS,  rtu-t  y iii^  into  effect  Bdction  20  of  the  act  of  Oongress approved  March  8, 186S.  (12 
tit*t,  L..734.) 

'!%(»  Heit)i>d  lieutenant  of  eaid  Company  E,  Twenty-first  Regiment  Iowa  Yoluateer 
fnfjiutry  bt4ng  then  and  thereafter  out  of  f^i^rvice  of  said  grade,  the  duties  of  aeooiid 
Uc^iU^natit  devolved  upon  said  Michael  £h>nps,  who  then  and  thereafter  assumed  tad 
jierforTiiml  all  the  duties  of  second  lieutenant:  of  said  Company  E,  Twenty-first  Regi- 
i^iBitil  Iowa  Volunteer  Infantry. 

Tlio  govern tir  of  the  State  of  Iowa  aleo  Issued  to  said  Michael  Houps  a  oommisskm 
ai  mcoimI  lieutenant.  Company  E,  Twenty-firet  Regiment  Iowa  Volunteer  Infantry. 

3,  On  the  entd  February  7,  1865,  the  mueteriug  officer  then  and  thereafter  refused 
to  m Ulster  the  naid  Micheal  Houdb  a^  E^erond  lieutenant  of  said  Cmnpany  E,  Twenty- 
Mntt  Hc^^riuient  Iowa  Volunteer  Infantry,  fMjlely  because  his  command  was  below  da 
ntinliuiim  E!;trtingthp  as  aforesaid,  although  he  continued  to  perform  the  duties  of 
ffenind  lieutenant  until  he  wae  mustered  out  of  the  service  as  first  seigeant,  July  26, 

L  I  r  (li^^  ''uirl  Mil  I  Kiel  Houpfl  should  be  deeiued  second  lieutenant  oi  Company  E, 
Twenty-fiist  Regiment  Iowa  volunteer  Infantry,  and  entitled  to  the  pay  of  thi^  giid% 
Qie  difference  between  his  pay  and  allowances  as  a  first  seigeant,  whicn  he  has  received, 
imd  that  of  a  second  lieutenant  to  which  he  would  have  been  entitled  had  Ike  beeii 
mustered  from  the  period  from  Februarv  8,  1865,  to  July  25, 1865,  would  amount  to 
1442.74  (four  hundred  and  forty-two  dollais  and  seventy-four  cents),  as  repotted  by 
the  i^uditor  for  the  War  Department.    Servant's  pay  not  oonndered. 

Bt  tn  Oomsr* 

FUed  Mardi  11, 1907. 

A  true  copy  €i  the  findings  of  &ct  as  filed  by  the  court. 

Test  this  13th  day  of  March,  1907. 

[s&iLL.]  John  Randolfh, 

Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claimi. 


60rH  Congress,  I   HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  (  Document 
1st  Session.      )  \    No.  288. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  ANNA  CAVANAUGH,  HEIR  OP 

JOHN  FRYER. 


XATTBB  FBOM  THB  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THB  OOUBT  OF  CLAIMS 
TBANSMTTTINO  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  COUBT 
IN  THB  CASE  OF  ANNA  CAVANATTOH,  SISTEB  AND  HEIB  OF  JOHN 
VBYEB,  DECEASED,  AGAINST  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


Dbcxmber  9»  1907.— Rcfeired  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

Washington,  December  4,  1907. 
Sib:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court,  I  transmit  herewith  a  cer- 
tified copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War  Claims, 
House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883,  known  as 
the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claima. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


fCooit  of  Claims.    Congressional,  No.  12169-53.    Anna  Cayanaugh,  sister  and  sole  heir  of  John 
Fr>'er,  deceasedj  v.  The  United  States.] 

STATEMENT  OF  CASE. 

The  claim  in  the  above-enlilled  case  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the  Committee 
on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Kepresentatives  on  the  14th  day  of  May,  1902.  The  case 
was  brought  to  a  hearing  on  its  merits  on  the  11th  day  of  March,  1907. 

Messrs.  Pennebaker  &  Jones  appeared  for  the  claimant  and  the  Attorney-General,  by 
James  A.  Tanner,  esq.,  his  assistant  and  under  his  direction,  appeared  for  the  defense 
and  the  protection  of  the  interests  of  the  United  States. 

The  claimant  in  her  petition  makes  substantially  the  following  allegations: 

1.  That  she  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  and  resident  of  the  county  of  Otsego,  in 
the  State  of  New  York,  and  is  the  sister  and  sole  heir  at  law  of  John  Fryer,  deceased. 

2.  That  said  John  Fryer,  bein^  the  major  of  Forty-third  Regiment  of  New  York  Vol- 
unteer Infantry,  was  duly  appointed  or  commissioned  by  the  governor  of  the  State  of 
New  York  as  lieutenant-colonel  thereof  on  February  1,  18()4;  and  that  from  and  after 
said  date  the  said  John  Fryer  assumed  and  performed  all  the  duties  of  his  said  grade 
until  May  8,  1864,  when  he  was  mustered  in  as  such;  said  regiment  was  continuously 
below  the  minimimi  number  pn^scribed  by  law  and  regulation,  and  for  this  reai^ou.  and 
BO  other,  said  John  Fr>'er  was  refused  muster  and  recognition  in  the  grade  of  lieutenant- 
ookmel  during  said  period. 

II  l>-6()-l— V(4  U»7 -I 


kSifA    OATASA00H. 

3.  Thftt  during  ^id  pciriod  the  said  Jobn  Fryer  was  gUowed  and  paid  ool^  llie  piiy 
and  allowances  of  a  mapr^  although  he  was  in  tne  cantinuous  performance  of  &e  duties 
of  lieuieiiant-colonel. 

Upon  the  reports  himiflhed  hy  the  War  and  Treasury  Departments  and  upon  other 
evideiacG  and  upon  briefs  and  aigumenta  of  counsel  the  court  makea  the  following 

FINDINOS   OP   PACT. 

1,  Anns  Oavanaughf  the  claimant  of  thie  caae,  ie  a  citis^en  of  the  United  Stat^i  and 
resident  of  the  county  of  Otaego,  in  thi?  State  of  New  York, 

2.  On  February  1,  1S64,  the  aaid  John  Fryer  was  major  of  Forty-third  R^ment  of 
New  York  Volunteer  Infantry,  On  that  date  and  until  he  wii©  rouatered  into  the  serr- 
ice  aa  li^sutenant'Colonel,  to  wit,  on  Mav  8,  1804,  the  ?ame  was  and  continued  to  be 
below  the  minimum  number  prescribed  by  General  Order  No.  182  of  the  War  Depart^ 
Edent  of  June  20.  18f>3,  camnng  into  effect  section  20  of  the  act  of  CongreBs  approved 
March  3,  1863  (12  Stat.  L,,  734 J, 

The  lieutenant-colonel  of  iaid  Forty- third  Regiment  New  York  Volunteer  Infantry 
beinir  then  and  thereafter  out  of  service  in  fiaid  grade,  the  duties  ^jf  lieutenant -colonel 
devolved  upon  said  John  Fryer,  who  then  and  thereafter  assumed  and  performed  sil 
the  duties  of  Ueutenant^colonel  of  said  Forty-third  Rt^iment  New  Y'ork  Volunteer 
Infantry  until  May  8,  ISM. 

The  governor  i>f  the  State  of  New  York  alao  issued  to  said  John  Fryer  a  commiflsion  is 
lieutenant-colonel  Forty-third  Regiment  of  New  York  Volunteer  Inftintry, 

3,  On  the  said  February  l^  1864,  the  mustering  officer  then  and  thereafter  refused  to 
muftter  the  said  John  Fryer  aa  lieutenant-colonel  of  eaid  Forty-tliinJ  Regiment  of  New 
York  Volunteer  Infantry  solelj?^  because  his  command  was  below  its  minimum  stienffth^ 
sa  aforesaid,  although  he  contmued  to  perform  the  duties  of  lieutenant-coloiael  ynt^  be 
was  mufitered  into  the  service  as  surh  May  8,  1864. 

4.  If  the  said  John  Fryer  should  be  deemed  lieutenant-colonel  of  Forty- third  Re^* 
ment  of  New  York  Volunteer  infantry  and  entitled  to  the  pay  of  that  grade ,  the  di0cr- 
ence  between  his  pay  and  allowances  as  a  imijor,  which  he  ban  received,  and  thai  of  a 
lieutenant-colonel  to  which  he  would  have  been  entitled  had  be  been  mustered  frcnn 
the  period  from  February  2,  1804,  to  May  7,  1S&4,  would  amount  to  ^WM  (aixty  doUan 
and  eighty  cente)  as  reported  by  the  Auditor  for  the  War  Department. 

By  thm  Coimr. 
Filed  March  11,  1907. 

A  true  copy  of  the  findings  of  fact  as  Mod  by  the  court. 
T^t  this  13th  day  of  ^larch,  1907. 

AMmtant  Clerk  Caur(  </  Chimin 


i 


:J 


60rHCoNOBE88,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  I  Document 
1st  Session.      \  I    No.  289. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  JOHN  W.  FOLAND. 


XJBTTEB  FBOy  THB  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  COUBT  OF  CLAIMS 
TB  A  NSMTTTINQ  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINaS  FILED  BY  THE  COTJBT 
nr  THB  CASE  OF  JOHN  W.  FOLAND  AGAINST  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


DscKMBBB  9, 1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  GlaimB  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


CouBT  OF  Claims,  Clerk's  Otpice, 

Wdshirigton,  December  4,  1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court^  I  transmit  herewith  a  certi- 
fied copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause,  which 
case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War  Claims, 
House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883,  known  as 
the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Cleric  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


Ipoart  of  daiiiis.    Congresaional,  No.  12101^-50.    John  W.  Foland  v.  The  United  States.] 
STATEMENT  OF  CASE. 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the  Committee 
on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the  14th  day  of  May,  1902.  The 
case  was  brought  to  a  hearing  on  its  merits  on  the  11th  day  of  March,  1907. 

Messrs.  Pennebaker  &  Jones  appeared  for  the  claimant,  and  the  Attorney-General,  by 
James  A.  Tanner,  esq.,  his  assistant  and  under  his  direction,  appeared  for  the  defense 
and  the  protection  of  the  interests  of  the  United  States. 

The  Claimant  in  his  petition  makes  substantially  the  following  allegations: 

1.  That  he  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  and  resident  in  the  county  of  Madison,  in 
the  State  <A  Indiana. 

2.  That  he,  being  the  first  sergeant  of  Company  E,  Thirty-fourth  Regiihent  Indiana 
Volunteer  Infantr]^,  was  duly  appointed  or  commissioned  by  the  governor  of  the  State 
c^  Indiana  m  first  lieutenant  thereof  on  June  1, 1865,  and  that  from  and  after  said  date 
he  assumed  and  performed  all  the  duties  of  his  said  grade  until  February  20,  1866, 
when  he  was  mustered  out  as  first  sergeant;  said  regiment  was  continuously  below  the 
minimum  mmiber  prescribed  by  law  and  regulation,  and  for  this  reason,  and  no  other, 
he  was  refused  muster  and  recognition  in  the  grade  of  first  lieutenant  durin?  said  period. 

3.  That  during  said  period  he  was  allowed  and  paid  only  the  pay  and  allowances  of  a 
fint  sergeant,  although  he  was  in  the  continuous  performance  of  the  duties  of  first 
lieutenant. 

Upon  the  reports  furnished  by  the  War  and  Treasury  Departments,  and  upon  other 
evioence  and  upon  briefs  and  arguments  of  counsel,  the  coiirt  makea  tki^  ioWo^Vu^ 


nmxf  w»  MOTojfD. 


mrDmcM  ov  vacv • . 


1.  JolmW. FohndythedaimuitintliiacaM, bad  d  die Viilled Slittai and 
resident  in  the  county  of  Madison,  in  the  State  oi  Indiana. 

2.  On  June  1,1866.  the  said  John  W.  Poland  was  finteeigeaiitoicomn^ 

louxth  Regiment  Indiana  Volunteer  Infantry.    On  that  date  and  until  he  nasmiulered 
out  of  the  service,  to  wit,  on  February  20, 1866,  the  game  was  and  continued  to  be  helow 
the  minimum  number  ]»e8cribed  by  G«MralOtdes  No.X82of  theWarJ^eDaitmentol 
June  2D.  1868,  canying  into  efifoct  section  20  qI  the  act  of  CoDgreBB  iMf^^ 
1868.    j[12  Stat.  L.,  781.) 

The  first  lieutenant  of  said  Oooqiaiiy.  B^Thiity-iPllrth  Bmnent  Indiana  Vohmleer 
Infuitry,  being  then  and  thereafter  out  ofservice  in  saUl  graoe,  t^ 
tenant  devolved  upon  this  claimant,  who  then  and  thereuter  assumed  and  pedfonned 
aH  the  duties  of  first  lieutenant  of  said  Qwiiiaiiy  B,  fhttty-limth  JE^^Ehnm  ladiasMi' 
VohintotT  Infantry. 

Thv  guvcTuor  of  the  State  of  Indiana  also  issued  to  thiB  claimant  a  commissi i>n  as 
fijBt  lieutenanti  Company  E,  Tbirty4ourth  Rec^inumt  Indiana  Volunteer  Infantry. 

Ji.  On  the  said  June  1,  1865,  the  miLsterine  officer  then  and  thereaiter  refused  to 
muster  this  claimant  as  firafc  lieutenant  of  eajd  Company  E,  Tiuriy-f*jujrth  Rf^n>cnt 
Indiana  Volunteer  Infantry^  solely  because  hla  command  wi£  below  its  miBLmum 
strength,  as  aiforesaid,  although  he  continued  to  perform  the  duties  of  first  lieutenant 
until  ne  was  rauatered  out  of  the  aervice  ae  tiret  aeigeant,  February  20,  1866, 

4,  During  the  period  aforceaid*  to  wit.  from  June  1,  1865,  to  February  20,  1866,  this 
claimant  empk>yed  no  at^rvant  not  enlisted* 

5,  During  iaid  period  this  claioiant  did  draw  rations  from  the  Grovemment* 

6,  If  the  said  John  VV.  Poland  should  be  deemed  first  lietttenant  of  Company  E, 
Tbirty-lourth  Rt^iraent  Indiana  VLiJunteer  Infantry,  and  entitled  to  the  pay  of  that 
grade,  the  difft^ri^uce  between  hia  pay  and  &Uowanc43fl  m  a  first  sergeant,  wmch  be  has 
received,  and  that  of  a  first  lieutenant,  to  winch  be  would  have  been  entitled  had  he 
been  muatored  for  the  period  from  June  1,  1805,  to  February  20,  1866,  would  amuuiit 
to  (477.04  (four  hundred  and  seventy-seven  dollars  and  four  cenia),  as  reported  by  the 
Auditor  for  the  War  Depai-tment  _^^^^^^^^^h^^^^^^^K  .■ 

Bt  tan  Qomnw 
FaedMazdiU,1907. 

A  troe  copy  of  the  findingB  ol  hct  as  filed  by  the  court. 

Teet  thk  Uth  day  of  Maich,  1M7. 

IJnAL.1  Jom  BjMKumt 


eOxH  Congress,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES,  j  Docub£ENT 
l9t  Session,      j  I   No.  290. 


FINDINQS  IN  CASE  OF  ELLA  L.  DEWEESE,  WIDOW  OF 
JOHN  T.  DEWEESE. 


UETTEB  FROM  THB  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  COUBT  OF  CLAIMS 
TBANSMTTTINO  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINOS  FILED  BY  THE  COTJBT 
nr  THB  CASE  OF  ELLA  L.  DEWEESE,  WIDOW  OF  JOHN  T.  DE- 
WBB8E,  DBCBASBD,  AOAINST  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


Dbcbmbsb  9,  1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


CouBT  OF  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

WasTiiTigtonj  December  4,  1907. 
Snt:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court  I  transmit  herewith  a 
certified  copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War 
Claims,  House  of  Representatives,  \mder  the  act  of  March  3,  1883, 
known  as  the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yoiUB, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Ckdma. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  ike  House  of  Representatwes. 


[Ooat  of  CUUma.    CosgreBSioiial,  No.  1216&-40.    EUa  L.  Deweese,  widow  of  John  T.  Deweete, 
deceased,  v.  The  United  States.] 

8TATEMBMT  OF  CA8B. 

The  claim  in  the  above  entitled  case  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the  Committee 
on  War  Claima  of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the  14th  day  of  May,  1902.  llie 
caae  was  brought  to  a  hearing  on  its  merits  on  the  11th  day  of  March,  1907. 

MeflBTB.  Pennebaker  &  Jones  app^u^  for  the  claimant,  and  the  Attorney-General, 
by  Jamee  A.  Tanner,  esq.,  his  assistant  and  under  his  direction,  appeared  for  Uie 
defense  and  the  protection  of  the  interests  of  the  United  States. 

The  claimant  in  her  petition  makes  substantially  the  following  allegations: 

L  That  she  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  and  resident  of  the  city  of  Washington, 
in  the  District  <A  Columbia,  and  is  the  widow  of  John  T.  Deweese.  deceased. 

2.  That  said  John  T.  Deweese,  being  the  lieutenant-colonel  of  Fourth  Regiment 
of  Indiima  Volunteer  Cavalry,  was  duly  appointed  or  commissioned  by  the  governor 
of  the  State  of  Indiana  as  colonel  thereof  on  September  10.  1863;  and  that  horn  and 
after  said  date  the  said  colonel  assumed  and  performed  all  the  duties  of  his  said  grade 
until  liaich  11.  1864,  when  he  was  mustered  out  as  lieutenant-colonel;  said  regiment 
WM  continuously  below  the  minimum  number  prescribed  by  law  and  regulation, 
and  lor  this  reason,  and  no  other,  said  John  T.  Deweese  was  refused  muster  and  recog- 

'  '    [in  th«  gEade  of  colonel  dining  said  period. 


Li    DKWKKSE. 

Hi  Tb»?  ilnri-  ,;i  period  tb©  wi<i  John  T.  Deweeae  w^-i??  allowed  and  jmd  oaT; 
lltit  jitt)  *\nil    ■  k4  u  liouioiiftul-cakmel,  ailhough  he  was  in  the  C(L>ntiiiuoiia 

Mr|tiruvhiu^  m  im  *nm*m  of  cotyiidl> 

tim^U  Ibo  I«|l0l1t  t^miitiod  by  lh«  W&i  mid  Ttt^a^urv  Departments  and  upon  other 
•VtiHUiiT*  Alia  upon  M«£»  mA  UfUtntRta  of  couxu^  the  Duun  make^  the  iollowing 

ftNCUKOa  OF  f ACT. 

tt  Rtli  l#  P»m^»Wk  tlw  rUiQADt  of  thiv  itimi.  ii  a  dt  j%em  of  the  United  States  and 


1\  L>£^wf»tieo  w£i«  lieutenEnC'Colonel  of  Foujth 

vairv.     On  that  date  and  until  he  was  muBtered 

.  toldk  on  HHftll  U.  iBiM.  the  E<ame  was  sad  <xmtmued  to  bo  below 

imS^  fftfciihdd  by  0^11  eral  Order  No»  1S2  of  the  War  Depaitment 

L  Vv  Ml  iim  LU4^  ^£tuct  iactkm  20  ol  the  act  of  Congress  appro vod  March 

JO  J^*^* 

t  (H>W^  ^  i«i^i  t>«ifih   Rfi^Tnenr.   Indiana  Volunteer  Cavalr>'  being  then  and 

i^i«tir  ^^  vd  iMnfc^'v  bi  Miid  ici^Jti.  the  duti^  of  colonel  devolviid  u^m  ^id  John 

1  V*  h^  i^#u  and  thjerwter  aaeumed  and  performed  all  the  duiiea  of  colonel 

H^gii^k^ui  Indiatia  Volimteer  Cavalry, 

^r  .J  \^i  |h«  Stale  of  Indiana  al^o  iaaued  to  said  John  T.  Bewee^  a  conimlii- 

i^,  l  t^uLFth  Ut*i:iirfcont  of  Indiana  Volunteer  l'avalr\^ 

I  ul  SoMtyuihyr  iO»  1863,  the  mustering  oflieer  then  and  thereafter  refused 

'       i  T.  Deweeee  aa  colonel  ofeaid  Fourth  Recimeni  ol  Indiana 

<,  .  ty  becatise  hit  command  Vf^m  below  its  minimum  streikgtlip  aa 

>uj^h  his  t'on tinned  to  perform  the  duties  of  colonel  until  he  wae  muBtmd 

%  M  *s  «ut  li  mite  nan  t-co!  oriel.  MarrJi  11,  1804. 

'  ^  >\m  T*  Doweese  flhould  he  deemed  colonel  of  Fourth  Regiment  of 

I  'j4Vjdry,  and  entitled  to  ih'^  jmy  of  tiist  giride,  the  dilTerenrt>  1  letweeo 

^,  i<n  f*w  fli  a  lieutenant-coloTiel  whirh  he  liaa  rec'eh'ed*and  th^fcl  of  a 

'   1^  \\*'  w  Mil  Id  ha%'e  heon  entitled  had  he  been  xnust^^  fiom  the  period 

I  I    I   i  I,  1:^113,  to  Marrh  11,  1864,  would  amount  to  I1&5.09  {one  hi^riid 

ii^d  nu>  iisv'  duUHrMand  nine  cents)  without  anv  deduction  for  income  tax,  as  reported 

hy  Uio  Auditor  fur  the  War  Department,  including  ahort  payments  of  $9.67. 

Br  THs  CoimT« 
Fil^id  Margin,  1907. 

A  iruw  copy  of  tlio  findings  of  fact  aa  filed  by  the  court. 

^tm  Ibirt  13th  day  of  March,  1U07. 

|U^^  John  RANXM>u'Hi 


I 
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eOxH Congress,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  (Document 

Ist  Session.      f  1    No.  291. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  JOSEPHINE  CAMPBELL,  WIDOW 
OF  GEORGE  CAMPBELL. 


IKTTEB  FROM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  COUBT  OF  CLAIMS 
TBANSMTTTINO  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINOS  FILED  BY  THE  COUBT 
IN  THE  CASE  OF  JOSEPHINE  CAMPBELL,  WIDOW  OF  OEOBOB 
CAMPBELL,  DECEASED,  AOAINST  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


Dbcbmbbr  9, 1907.— Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  ClaimB  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

Washington,  December  4, 1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court  I  transmit  herewith  a  certi- 
fied copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War 
Claims,  House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883, 
known  as  the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claima. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


fOoart  of  Clainu.    Congressional,  No.  12169-31.    Josephine  Campbell,  widow  of  George  Campbell, 

deceased,  v.  The  United  States.] 

STATEMENT  OF  CASE. 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  waa  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the  Committee 
on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the  27th  day  of  March,  1906.  The 
case  was  brought  to  a  hearing  on  its  merits  on  the  11th  day  of  March,  1906. 

Measrs.  Pennebaker  &  Jones  appeared  for  the  claimant,  and  the  Attorney-General, 
by  James  A.  Tanner,  esq.,  his  assistant  and  under  his  direction,  appeared  for  the 
defense  and  the  protection  of  the  interests  of  the  United  States. 

llie  claimant  in  her  petition  makes  substantially  the  following  allegations: 

1.  That  she  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  and  resident  of  the  county  of  Rensse- 
laer in  the  State  of  New  York,  and  is  the  widow  of  George  Campbell,  deceased. 

2.  That  said  George  Campbell  being  the  first  sergeant  of  Company  A,  One  hundred 
and  sixty-ninth  Regiment  New  York  Volunteer  Infantry,  was  duly  appointed  or 
commissioned  by  the  governor  of  the  State  of  New  York  as  second  lieutenant  thereof 
on  January  16,  1865,  and  that  from  and  after  said  date  the  said  George  Campbell 
aasumed  and  performed  all  the  duties  of  his  said  grade  until  March  16,  1865,  when  he 
was  mustered  in  as  such;  said  regiment  was  continuously  below  the  minimum  num- 
ber preacribed  by  law  and  regulation,  and  for  this  reason,  and  no  other,  said  Geox^j^ 


2  JOSEPHINE   OAMPBELL. 

Ounpbell  was  refuaed  muster  and  recognition  in  the  grade  of  aeoond  lieatanaai  during 
add  period. 

8.  ?niAt  during  aaid  period  the  aaid  George  Oampbell  was  allowed  and  paid  only  the 
pay  and  allowancea  of  a  first  aergeant»  although  he  mm  in  the  continnoda  performanoe 
of  the  duties  of  seoond  lieutenant. 

Upon  the  reports  furnished  by  the  War  and  Treasury  Departmenta,  and  upon  other 
evioenoe  and  upon  briefe  and  arguments  of  counsely  the  court  maloBS  the  nUofwing 

fINDINQa  cm  VAOT. 

1.  Josephine  Oampbell,  the  claimant  of  this  case,  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  Statea 
and  resident  of  the  county  of  Rensselaer  in  the  Stale  of  New  York. 

On  January  16, 1865,  Georee  Oampbell  was  first  sergeant  of  Gompany  A,  One  hundred 
and  sixty-ninth  Regiment  New  York  Volunteer  Inwntry.  On  that  date  and  until  he 
was  mustered  into  service»  to  wit,  on  March  16, 1865,  the  same  was  and  oontimied  to 
be  below  the  minimum  number  prescribed  by  General  Orders,  No.  182,  oi  tha^te 
Department  of  June  20,  1863,  carrying  into  effect  section  20  of  the  act  of  i' 
apmoved  March  8, 1863  (12  Stat.  L.,  784). 

The  second  lieutenant  of  said  Gompany  A,  One  hundred  and  sixt^-ninth  ]  ^ 
New  York  Volunteer  Infantry,  being  then  and  thereafter  out  of  service  in  said  giadsL 
the  duties  of  second  lieutenant  devolved  upon  said  Georve  Oampbell,  who  then  and 
thereafter  assumed  and  performed  all  the  duties  of  second  lieutenant  of  said  Oompany 
A,  One  hundred  and  sixty-ninth  Regiment  New  York  Volunteer  Infantry  unl 
muster  out,  August  4, 1865. 

The  governor  of  the  State  of  New  York  also  issued  to  said  George  OampbcU  m  i 
mission  as  second  lieutenant  .Company  A,  One  hundred  and  sixty-ninm  *^ 
New  York  Volunteer  Infantry. 

8.  On  the  said  January  16, 1865,  the  musterinff  ofl&cer  then  and  thereafter  i 
to  muster  the  said  Geoige  Campbell  as  second  Eeutenant  of  said  Company  A,  One 
hundred  and  sixty-nintn  Regiment  New  York  Volunteer  Infantry,  sold^  becane 
hb  oonunand  was  below  its  minimum  strength,  as  aforesaid,  althou|^  he  «"tinnf4 
to  perform  the  duties  of  second  lieutenant  until  he  was  mustered  into  Hm  i 
•n&  March  16, 1865. 

4.  If  the  said  George  Campbell  should  be  deemed  second  lieutenant  of , 

A,  One  hundred  and  sixtv-ninth  renment  New  York  Volunteer  Infantry,  and  c 
tied  to  the  pay  of  that  graae,  the  difference  between  his  pay  and  allowancea  m  m  i 
semant  which  he  has  received,  and  that  of  a  seoond  lieutenant  without  aarfu 
which  he  would  have  been  entitled  had  he  been  mustered  from  the  period  fan  J 
uary  17. 1865,  to  March  15, 1865,  would  amount  to  $272.14  (two  hundred  and 
two  dollars  and  fourteen  cents),  as  reported  by  the  Auditor  for  the  War  Den 
induding  $60,  bounty  act  of  July  28, 1866. 

Bt  the  Cousr. 

Filed  March  11, 1907. 

A  true  copy  of  the  findinfis  of  fact  as  filed  by  the  court. 

Test  this  13th  day  of  March,  1907. 

[axAL.]  John  Randolph, 

AjuiiUmt  CUrk  Oouri  ^  CUm. 


60th  Congress,  I  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  pocpMENT 
l$t  Session,      f  (  No.  292. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  AMANDA  W.  CLANCY,  WIDOW  OF 
CHARLES  W.  CLANCY. 


IBTTEB  FBOM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  COUBT  OF  CLAIMS 
TBANSMITTINO  A  COPY  OF  THE  FIKDINaS  FILED  BY  THE  COTJBT 
nr  THE  CASE  OF  AMANDA  W.  CLANCY,  WIDOW  OF  CHABLES  W. 
CLANCY,  DECEASED,  AGAINST  THE  TJNITED^STATES. 


Dbobmbbb  9,  1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

Washirigtonj  December  4,  1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court  I  transmit  herewith  a  certi- 
fied copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referrra  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War 
Claims,  House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883, 
known  as  the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G  .  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


fOooxt  of  Qalms.    Congressional,  No.  12169-24.    Amanda  W.  Clancy,  widow  of  Charles  W.  CHamj, 
deceased,  v.  The  United  States.] 

STATEMENT  OP  CASE. 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the  Committee 
on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the  14th  day  of  May,  1902.  Tlie 
cise  was  brought  to  a  hearing  on  its  merits  on  the  11th  day  of  March,  1907. 

Messrs.  Pennebaker  <&  Jones  appeared  for  the  claimant,  and  the  Attorney-General, 
by  James  A.  Tanner,  esq.,  his  assistant  and  under  his  direction,  appeared  for  the 
defense  and  the  protection  of  the  interests  of  the  United  States. 

The  claimant  in  her  petition  makes  substantially  the  following  allegations: 

1.  That  she  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  and  resident  of  the  county  of  Jefferson, 
in  the  State  of  Ohio,  and  is  the  widow  of  Charles  W.  Clancy,  deceased. 

2.  That  said  Charles  W.  Clancy,  being  lieutenant-colonel  Fifty-second  Regiment 
Ohio  Volunteer  Infantiy,  was  duly  appointed  or  commissioned  by  the  governor  of  the 
State  of  Ohio  as  colonel  thereof  to  fill  a  vacancy  caused  July  17,  1864,  by  dearti:  and 
that  from  and  after  said  date  the  said  Charles  W.  Clancy  assumed  and  performed  all  the 
duties  df  his  said  grade  uiftil  June  20,  1865,  when  he  was  mustered  out  as  lieutenant- 
colonel;  said  re^ment  was  continuously  below  the  minimum  number  prescribed  by 
Imw  and  regulation,  and  for  this  reason,  and  no  other,  said  Charles  W.  Clancy  waa 
ff^OBed  muster  and  recognition  in  the  grade  of  colonel  during  said  penod. 


iMANDA    W*   OLANCT, 

3.  That  during  said  period  the  esid  Charles  W.  Clancy  was  allowed  aud  paid  onl/ 
the  pay  and  allowanc*^  of  a  lieut&nant'ColoiieU  although  he  was  in  the  contmuoufl 
performance  of  the  duties  of  colonel. 

Upoii  the  reports  furnished  by  the  War  aEi<l  Tr^^aaury  Depart  men  ta^  ft"d  upon  Dther 
evicience,  and  upon  hricfs  and  ai^m^nta  of  couhboI,  the  court  makes  the  following 


nNUINOfl   OP  PACT, 

1.  Amanda  W.  Clancy,  the  claimant  of  tiiia  case,  is  a  citisten  of  the  United  Stutee  said 
resident  of  the  county  of  Jefifereon,  in  the  Stale  of  Ohio* 

2p  On  July  18,  1S64,  Charles  W,  Clancy  was  lieutenant-colonel  Fifty-second  Regi- 
ment Ohio  Volunieer  Infantry.  On  that  ciate  and  until  he  wa«  muaterea  out  of  service, 
to  wit.  on  Jime  20, 1S65*  the  samt^  was  and  continued  to  be  below  the  minimum  number 
preacribed  by  General  Order  No.  lt?2  of  the  War  Department  of  June  20,  1S63, 
carrj'ing  into  eSect  aetlion  20  of  the  Act  of  Congress  approved  March  3, 1865.    (12  Stat. 

The  <*olonel  of  said  Fifty  second  Regiment  Ohio  Volunteers  died  July  17, 1864,  And 
hning  then  and  thereafter  out  of  service  in  said  grade,  the  duties  of  colonel  devolved 
upon  aakl  Charlea  W\  Clancy,  who  then  and  thereafter  aajumed  and  performed  all  the 
duties  of  colonel  of  said  Fifty -set^nd  Regiment  Ohio  Volunteer  Infuntry. 

The  goverrior  of  the  State  of  Ohio  also  iaeued  to  eaid  Charles  W.  Claucy  a  cdn^mifAUiii 
M  colonel  of  FiftV-second  Regiment  Ohio  Volunteer  Infantry* 

3.  On  the  eaid  July  IB  18M,  the  mustering oflker  then  and  IherBafter  refxised  to  mus^ 
ter  the  said  Charles  W.  Clancy  as  colonel  of  mid  Fifty-second  Regiment  Ohio  Voltui- 
teer  Infantry,  BL>lely  becauae  hb  commaiid  waa^  below  iia  mijoimum  strength,  as  afor^ 
said,  although  he  continue  to  perform  the  duties  of  colonel  until  he  was  mustered  out 
of  the  service  as  lieutenant -coloneL 

4>  If  the  Baid  Charles  W.  Clancy  should  be  deemed  colonel  of  Fifly-iecond  Regiment 
Ohio  Volunteer  Infantry  and  entitled  to  the  pay  of  that  errade,  the  differtoee  between 
his  pay  and  allowances  as  a  lieuienant-colonel  which  he  bail  received  and  that  of  a 
colon  el  to  which  ho  would  huve  been  entitled  had  he  been  mustered  frotn  ^ifi  period 
fmm  July  18  l§ti4.  to  June  2€,  18ti5^  would  amount  to  three  hundred  and  d^venty- 
four  di.>llar9  and  eighty-eight  cents  (|3T4»B8).  as  reported  by  the  Auditor  for  the  War 
Dejpartment,  including  a  short  payment  of  |32  as  captain  from  August  1,  IMi,  mad 
II. is  income  tax  on  remuster. 


Filed  March  11,  1907. 

A  true  copy  of  the  findings  of  fact  as  filed  by  the  court* 
Test  this  13th  day  of  March,  I&07. 

[SSJX.] 

Auittani 


Bt  te<  Qousr. 


JOHK   RASTDOLf ff. 

Clerk  Cowt  ^  Clmmi. 


I 


eOre  Congress,  )   HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  jDocument 
l9t  Session.      S  I  No.  293. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  HIRAM  ATKINSON. 


XOTTBB  FROM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  COI7BT  OF  CLAIMS 
TBANSMITTINa  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  COUBT 
nr  THE  CASE  OF  HTRAM  ATKINSON  AGAINST  THE  UNITED 
STATES. 


Dbcbmbbb  9, 1907. — ^Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


CouBT  OF  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

WashiTigton,  December  4,  1907. 
Snt:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court  I  transmit  herewith  a  cer- 
tified copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War 
Claims,  House  of  Representative!3,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883, 
known  as  the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


ICoort  of'Claims.    Congressional,  No.  1210»-l.    lllram  AtUnf  on  v.  The  United  States.] 
STATEMENT  OF  CASE. 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the  Committee 
QD  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the  14  th  day  of  May,  1902.  The 
case  was  brought  to  a  hearing  on  its  merits  on  the  11th  day  of  March,  1907. 

MeflBTs.  Pennebaker  &  Jones  appeared  for  the  claimant,  and  the  Attorney-General, 
by  James  A.  Tanner,  esq.,  his  a^istant  and  under  his  direction,  appeared  for  the 
defense  and  the  protection  of  the  interests  of  the  United  States. 

The  claimant  m  his  petition  makes  substantially  the  following  allegations: 

1.  That  he  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  and  resident  in  the  county  of  Fremont, 
in  the  State  of  Iowa. 

2.  That  he,  being  the  first  sergeant  of  Company  E,  Twenty-ninth  Regiment  of  Iowa 
Volunteer  Infantry,  was  duly  appointed  or  commissioned  by  the  governor  of  the  State 
erf  Iowa  as  second  lieutenant  thereof  on  May  16,  1804 ;  and  that  from  and  after  said 
date  he  assumed  and  performed  all  the  duties  of  his  said  grade  until  July  2.  1864.  when 
he  was  mustered  in  as  such;  said  regiment  was  continuously  below  the  minimum  num- 
ber prescribed  by  law  and  regulation,  and  for  this  reason,  and  no  other,  he  was  refused 
muster  and  recognition  in  the  grade  of  second  lieutenant  during  said  period. 

3.  That  during  said  period  he  was  allowed  and  paid  only  the  pay  and  allowances  of  a 
first  sergeant  although  he  was  in  the  continuous  performance  of  the  duties  of  second 
lieutenant. 

Upon  the  reports  furnished  by  the  War  and  Treasury  Departments  and  upon  other 
eviaence,  and  upon  briefs  and  aiguments  of  counsel,  the  court  makes  the  following 


BXEAM   A'tKIKSOK. 


VINDINOB  OV  VAOr. 


1.  Bmm  AtUnson,  the  clainiant  in  this  case,  is  a  dtisen  of  the  Tliiited  States  aad 

resideni  in  the  county  of  Fremont,  in  the  Slate  of  Iowa. 

2.  On  May  16,  lB(k.  the  said  HirSim  Atkirie^m  we3  Brst  aemant  of  Ctompany  S, 
Twenty- 11  intli  Kegiment  Iowa  Volunieer  Infantry,  On  that  &X/^  and  until  he  was 
mustered  inio  the  service,  to  wit,  oi)  July  2,  ISM,  the  same  was  and  ccmtinaed  to  be 
below  the  miniuuini  number  pi'et^cribed  by  General  Order?,  No.  182,of  theWar  Depait- 
ment  of  June  20.  IStiS,  carrying  into  eiUK't  see  lion  20  of  the  act  (rf  Congress  approved 
March 3,  1863.     (12  Stat.  L.,  734.) 

Tbe  second  lieutenant  of  said  Company  E,  Twenty-ninth  Regiment  Iowa  Voliintesr 
Inlantry*  being  then  and  thereafter  out  of  service  In  said  gn^ide,  the  duties  €i  seoond 
lieutenant  devolved  upon  this  claimants  who  then  and  thejsafter  assomed  and  per- 
formed all  the  duties  of  second  lieutenant  of  said  Company  E,  Twenty-ninth  BegimeDt 
Iowa  Volunteer  Infantry. 

The  go vemor  ol  the  State  of  Iowa  also  issued  to  this  clainiant  a  OommisBion  as  ffgffWid 
lieutenant,  Company  E,  Twenty- ninth  Rt^iment  lf>wa  Volunteer  Infantry, 

3.  On  tbe  said  May  16,  1S04,  the  mustering  olhcer  then  and  thereafter  refused  to 
muster  this  claimant  aa  &ei>rjnd  lieutenant  of  said  Company  £,  Twent^r-ninth  Regi- 
ment Iowa  Volmiteer  Infantry*  solely  because  bis  command  was  below  its  BBinimiltn 
strength,  as  aforesaid,  although  he  continued  to  perform  the  duties  of  seoond  Meulen- 
ant  until  he  was  mustered  into  tbe  service  me  such  July  2,  1884. 

4.  If  \hr^  -:iid  THr^TN  Atidnpim  '^^u^eH  h^  ^i^r^Tivr!  p-m-h-i.,!  lieutenant  of  Company  I 
Twenty-ninth  Regiment  Iowa  Volunteer  Infantry,  and  entitled  to  the  pay  of  tir 

nade,  the  difference  between  his  pay  and  allowances  as  a  first  sngeant,  wUdi  1 

has  recdved,  and  that  of  a  second  lieutenant,  to  which  he  would  have  been  entitlil| 
had  he  been  mustered  for  the  period  from  May  16, 1864,  to  July  2, 1864,  would  amoutti 
to  $64.66  (sixty-four  dollais  and  fifty-nii^  cents),  as  reportea  1^  the  Audtor  lor  thp 
War  Department.    Item  for  servant's  pay  is  not  considered,    u  satisfactory  proof  sC, 
to  that  item  is  presented,  then  $34.80  additional  is  due.  ^^^ 

Bt  iHB  Comn. 
Filed  Maich  11, 1907 

A  true  copy  of  the  findings  of  fact  as  filed  by  the  court. 

Test  this  13th  day  (rf  Ifaich,  1907. 

[asAi..]  John  RAMDouni , 

AMmUmiCUrkCown<^CMm». 


'% 

iW 


i 


60thOonobe88,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  Pocumbnt 
l9t  Session.      \  \  No.  294. 


FINDINQS  IN  CASE  OF  NANCY  J.  GILLELAND,  WIDOW  OF 
JOHN  PAUL  JONES. 


liBTTBB  FROM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  COTJBT  OF  CLAIMS 
TBANSMITTIKO  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINQS  FILED  BY  THE  C0I7BT 
IN  THE  CASE  OF  NANCY  J.  OILLELAND,  WIDOW  OF  JOHN  PAX7L 
JONES,  AGAINST  THE  UNTIED  STATES. 


Decbmbbr  9, 1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

Washington,  December  4,  1907. 
Sm:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court,  I  transmit  herewith  a  cer- 
tified copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War  Claims, 
House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883,  known 
as  the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Court  of  Claims.    Congreuionai,  No.  10680.    Nanqy  J.  OUleland,  widow  (remarried)  of  John  Panl 
Jones,  deceased,  v.  Tne  United  States.] 

STATBMBMT  OF  CASE. 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the  Committee 
on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the  14th  day  of  May,  1902.  The 
case  was  brought  to  a  hearing  on  its  merits  on  the  11th  day  of  March,  1907. 

Messre.  Pennebaker  &  Jones  appeared  for  the  claimant,  and  the  Attorney-General, 
by  James  A.  Tanner,  esq.,  his  assistant  and  under  his  direction,  appeared  for  the 
defense  and  the  protection  of  the  interests  of  the  United  States. 

llie  claimant  in  her  petition  makes  substantially  the  following  allegations: 

1.  That  she  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  and  resident  of  the  county  of  Madison, 
in  the  State  of  Iowa,  and  the  widow  (remarried)  of  John  Paul  Jones,  deceased. 

2.  That  said  deccJdent,  being  first  sergeant,  Company  A,  Thirty- ninth  Regiment 
Iowa  Volunteer  In&mtrv,  was  duly  appointed  or  commissioned  by  the  governor  of  the 
State  of  Iowa  as  seconci  lieutenant  tnereof  on  May  6,  1864;  and  that  from  and  after 
aaid  date  the  said  decedent  assumed  and  periormed  all  the  duties  of  his  said  grade 
until  Octob^  5,  1864,  when  he  was  killed  m  action;  said  regiment  was  continuously 
below  the  minimum  number  prescribed  by  law  and  regulation,  and  for  this  reason, 
and  no  other,  said  decedent  was  refused  nmster  and  recognition  in  the  grade  of  second 
lieutenant  during  said  peiixi. 


3.  That  during  eaid  period  the  fiaid  dec^^ent  wob  allowed  and  paid  on^y  the  pay 
aad  alio  wane  es  of  a  first  eergeant^  although  he  w&s  in  the  continuous  perf'  rmance  of 
the  duLie^}  of  second  lieutenant. 

Upon  the  reports  hirniahed  by  the  War  a  ad  Treasury  Departments  and  upon  other 
evidence  and  upon  brie£a  and  aii^ineiits  of  coun^l  the  couxt  makes  the  foUowing 

UK  DING  e   Of   FACT. 

1.  Nancy  J*  GiUelaud^  widow  (remmried)  of  John  Paul  Jonea,  deceased^  the  claim* 
ant  in  tliis  case,  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  Stales  and  reaident  of  uie  county  of  Madiaon, 
in  the  State  o{  Iowa. 

2.  On  May  fi,  1S64,  John  Paul  Jo  nee  was  first  sergeant,  Tompany  A»  Thirty-mntb 
Kegiment  Iowa  Volunteer  Infmntry.  On  tijat  dale  and  until  he  was  killed  in  actioQf 
to  wit,  on  Ut^tober  5,  18ti4,  the  same  was  and  continued  to  be  below  the  minim  una 
number  prescrriiiod  by  General  Order  No*  182,  of  llieWur  Department  of  June  20, 18^, 
carrving  into  effect  section  20  of  the  act  of  Congress  approved  March  3,  iStiU.  (12  Stat. 
L.,  734). 

The  second  lieutenant  of  said  Company  A,  Thirtji-' ninth  Regiment  Iowa  Volunteer 
Infantry,  being  then  and  thereafter  out  of  service  in  said  |?rade,  the  duties  of  second 
lieutenant  devolved  upon  said  dm  edent,  who  then  and  iliereafter  assumed  SJid  per- 
formed ail  the  duties  oi  ^cond  lieutenant  of  aaid  Company  Ap  Thirty- ninth  Regiment 
Iowa  Volunteer  Infantry,  untd  killed  in  action,  as  aforesaid. 

The  governor  of  the  Btate  of  Iowa  also  issued  to  eaid  decedent  a  commission  as 
second  lien  tenant  Company  A,  Thirty- ninth  Regiment  of  Iowa  Vt>lunteer  Infarttrv* 

3.  On  the  said  May  ti,  1864,  the  mustering  olhcer  then  and  thercaftf-r  » -ki—  i  to 
muster  the  said  decedent  as  second  lieutenant  of  said  Company  A,  i  ih 
Regiment  Iowa  Volunteer  Infantry,  solely  because  his  command  waa  be  I  mi- 
muiu  strengtiu  as  aloreaaidp,  although  he  continued  to  perform  the  duties  U  strcuod 
lieutenant  ujitU  he  was  killed  in  action,  as  aforesaid. 

4.  During  the  period  aforesaid,  to  wit,  from  May  6,  lSt»4,  to  October  5^  166^,  t^ 
eaid  decedent  employ e<i  no  servant  not  enlisted. 

5*  During  said  periiKl  the  said  decedent  did  draw  rations  from  the  Government. 

6.  If  the  said  decedent  should  be  deeniad  second  lieutenant  of  Company  A,  Thirty- 
nirth  Heginient  Iowa  Vohintwr  hdantry,  and  entitled  to  the  i»ay  of^tfiat  grade.  iJ&e 
difference  betw  een  his  pay  and  allowances  ai  a  fiint  sergeant,  which  he  has  rec^tvedf 
and  that  of  a  second  lieutc^nant,  to  which  he  would  have  been  entitled  had  Ue  been 
mustered  from  the  periml  from  May  B,  1864,  to  October  5^  1864,  would  amount  to 
1173.13  (without  any  deduction  for  income  tax)^  as  reported  by  the  Audit4.»r  for  the 
War  Department, 

7,  Income  tax,  if  to  be  deducted,  would  amount  to  |S.84,  leaving  a  balance  td  one 
hundred  and  sixty-four  doUara  and  twenty-nine  cents  (1164.29)- 

By  tMM  iAJUHT. 

FUed  March  11, 1907. 

A  true  copy  of  the  findings  of  fact  as  filed  by  the  court. 

Test  this  13th  day  of  March,  1907. 

[seal.]  John  Randolph, 

Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims 


« 


i 


60th Congress,  |  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  (Document 
1st  Session,      f  1   No.  295. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  MARTIN  V.  B.  SHEAFOR. 


LBTTBB  FBOM  THB  ASSISTANT  CLERK  OF  THE  COTJBT  OF  CLAIMS 
TRANSMITTING  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  COX7RT 
IN  THE  CASE  OF  MARTIN  V  B.  SHEAFOR  AGAINST  THE  UNITED 
STATES. 


DbCkmbkb  9, 1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Office. 

Washirigtonj  December  5,  1907. 
Sm:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court  I  transmit  herewith  a  cer- 
tified copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War 
Claims,  House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883, 
known  as  the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Court  of  GUiins.    Congreasional,  No.  12169-176.    Martin  V.  B.  Sheafor  v.  The  United  States.] 
STATEMENT  OF  CASE. 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the  Commit- 
tee on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the  27th  day  of  March,  1906. 
The  case  was  brought  to  a  hearing  on  its  merits  on  the  11th  day  of  March,  1907. 

MeflBTS.  Pennebaker  &  Jones  appeared  for  the  claimant,  and  the  Attorney-General, 
by  George  M.  Anderson,  esq.,  his  assistant,  and  under  his  direction,  appeared  for  the 
defense  and  the  protection  of  the  interests  of  the  United  States. 

The  claimant  m  his  petition  makes  substantially  the  following  allegations: 

1.  That  he  Ib  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  and  resident  in  the  county  of  Cloud,  in 
the  State  of  Kansas. 

2.  That  he,  being  the  se^eant  of  Company  M,  Fourth  Regiment  of  Iowa  Volunteer 
Cavalry,  was  duly  appointed  or  commissioned  by  the  governor  of  the  State  of  Iowa  as 
second  lieutenant  thereof  on  January  19,  1864;  and  that  from  and  after  said  date  he 
aaeumed  and  performed  all  the  duties  of  his  said  ^de  until  March  20,  1864,  when  he 
was  mustered  in  as  such;  said  regiment  was  continuously  below  the  minimum  num- 
ber prescribed  by  law  and  regulation,  and  for  this  reason,  and  no  other,  he  was  refused 
muster  and  recognition  in  the  grade  of  second  lieutenant  during  said  period. 

3.  That  during  said  period  he  was  allowed  and  paid  only  the  pay  and  allowances 
of  a  sergeant,  altnough  he  was  in  the  continuous  performance  of  tne  duties  of  second 
lieatenant. 


8.  UAXtm  ▼.    B.   aBXAFOB*. 

Vwn  did  wpcHta  tonidied  by  tlie  War  and  Ttmmsry  ]>e|»itm«iits«iid  mrn'ofi 
evI&iiM  imd  iip(m  Iniefi  sad  aigummE^ 

nNDIMGa  OV  VAOT. 

rF,"BEiftforj  ffiec&imant  in  this  caaeTw*  eitietii  of  tlio  UnJt^  S^tae 
nt  in  the  county  of  Cloudy  in  the  State  of  Kansa^s. 

a.  w**  January  Id,  lS(v4^  the  ea.id  Martin  V.  E.  Sheaior  was  sergeant  of  Company  M, 
IFourtii  Regiment  low^  Volunteer  Cav'alry.  On  tlmt  date  and  uutU  he  waa  mncit'eiiea 
into  the  eefvice,  to  wit.  on  March  20,  lSfi4,  the  same  wafl  and  continued  to  be  lielow 
the  minimum  number  prescribed  by  General  Orders,  No,  182^  of  the  Wat  Department 
ei  June  20^  1863,  carrying  into  effect  eection  20  of  the  act  of  GDngreae  appro veii  March 
a,  1863  (IBStaL  L.,  734). 

The  second  lieutenant  of  said  Company  M,  Fourth  Regiment  Iowa  Volunteer  Ck¥- 
'&lry  boing  then  and  thereafter  out  of  service  in  said  grade,  the  duties  of  second  \mti- 
tenant.  devolved  upon  this  rhiimanti  who  then  and  thereatter  assumed  and  performed 
I  all  the  duties  of  second  lieu  tenant  of  aaid  Company  M,  Fourth  Regiment  low^  VoU 
'imteer  Cavalry, 

Thv  ^overnvT  of  the  State  of  Iowa  alfio  iiisued  to  tbis  claimant  a  commiiiion  m  eec< 
lond  lieutc^nant,  Company  M^  Fourth  liegiment  Iowa  Volunteer  Cavalry, 

3.  On  the  said  January  19^  1864,  the  m^ustering  ot)ict?r  then  and  there»fter  refused 
to  muster  thi^  claimant  aa  second  lieutenant  of  said  Company  M.  Fourth  Rr:'gimenl 
Iowa  Volunteer  Cavalry ,  eoli?lj'  because  hie  coraruand  was  below  ili^  minimum  strenffili, 
aa  aforeeaid,  although  he  continued  to  perform  the  duties  of  second  lieutenant  until  he 
iiras  mustered  into  the  sert'ice  as  such  Mivch  20,  1S64* 

4.  If  the  said  Martin  V*  B.  Sheafor  should  be  deeme<l  eecfjnd  lieuteoant  of  Com- 
pany M,  Fourth  Regiment  Iowa  VoluDteer  Cavalry,  and  entitled  to  the  pay  of  that 
igraoe,  the  difference  between  kis  pay  and  altowancae  as  a  sergeant,  wbich  he  has  re- 
ceived^  and  tliat  of  a  second  lieutenant  witJiout  eerv^mt.  to  which  he  would  have  beea 
! entitled  had  he  been  mustered  for  the  period  from  January  1^^  1864,  to  March  19,  1S64^ 

would  amount  to  |152,76  (one  hundred  and  Jifty^two  dollani  and  eeventy-aut  cents). 
m  reported  by  the  Auditor  for  the  War  Department* 

Bt  vhm  Oousk. 
Blled  Mttdi  U,  1907. 

A  true  copy  ci  the  findingi  ol  f»ct  as  filed  by  the  eouit. 
Tert  thk  Kth  day  of  March,  1907. 

fiUUIi.]  "  JOBV 


eOiHOoNGBBfls, )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  jDooument 
l9t  Seaaion.      \  \  No.  296. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  NANNIE  L.  SCHMITT,  WIDOW  OF 
WILLIAM  A.  SCHMITT. 


ISTTEB  FBOM  THB  ASSISTANT  CLERK  OF  THE  COXTItT  OF  CLAIMS 
TBANSMITTING  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  COX7BT 
JH  THE  CASE  OF  NANNIE  L.  SCHMITT,  WIDOW  OF  WILLIAM  A 
SGHMTTT,  DECEASED,  AGAINST  THE  UNITED  STATES' 


Dkcsmbkb  9, 1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

Washington,  December  5, 1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court  I  transmit  herewith  a  cer- 
tified copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War 
Claims,  House  of  Representatives,  imder  the  act  of  March  3,  1883, 
known  as  the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Chims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Court  of  CUiins.    Congressional,  No.  12160-154.    Nannie  L.  Schmltt,  widow  of  William  A.  Schmltti 
deceased,  v.  The  United  States.] 

STATEMENT  OF  CA8B. 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the  Committee 
on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the  27th  day  of  March,  1906.  The 
case  was  brought  to  a  hearing  on  its  merits  on  the  11th  day  of  March,  1907. 

MesBiB.  Pennebaker  &  Jones  appeared  for  the  claimant,  and  the  Attorney-General,  by 
George  M.  Anderson,  esq.,  his  assistant  and  under  his  direction,  appeared  for  the 
defense  and  the  protection  of  the  interests  of  the  United  States. 

Tlie  claimant  in  her  petition  makes  substantially  the  following  allegations: 

1.  That  she  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  and  resident  of  the  county  of  Cook,  in  the 
State  of  Illinois,  and  is  the  widow  of  William  A.  Schmitt,  deceased. 

2.  That  said  William  A.  Schmitt,  being  the  lieutenant-colonel  of  Twenty-seventh 
Regiment  of  Illinois  Volunteer  Infantry,  was  duly  appointed  or  commissioned  by  the 
governor  of  the  State  of  Illinois  as  colonel  thereof  on  April  28,  1864,  and  that  from  and 
after  said  date  the  said  William  A.  Schmitt  assumed  and  performed  all  the  duties  of  his 
aaid  grade  until  September  20.  1864,  when  he  was  mustered  out  as  lieutenant-colonel; 
nid  ret^ment  was  continuously  below  the  minimum  number  prescribed  by  law  and 
regulation,  and  for  this  reason,  and  no  other,  said  William  A .  Schmitt  was  refused  muster 

1  recognition  in  the  grade  of  colonel  during  said  period. 

H  D— eO-l-^Vol  107 22 


S.  l!liat  dining  «dd  period  the  liid  Wimam 
me  pay  uid  allowBiiceB  of  alieutenant-coloael,  altiioas^lie  waa  in  Hie  conftiinioiiapflr- 
lonmmce  of  the  dutiea  of  colonel. 

Upon  the  x^K)ft8  fumiahed  by  the  War  and  Traaanry  Departmenta  and  npcBtk 
evioiBnce  and  upon  brieb  and  axgomenta  of  oounad  the  000^ 

fiNinircHi  OF  VAor. 

1.  H&niiia  L.  Schmitt^  widow  of  William  A.  Schmltti  deceased ^  the  clainmnt  of  thia 
case,  Ib  a  citizeB  of  the  United  St&tee  and  reeident  of  the  county  of  Cook,  in  the  State  of 
Illinois* 

2.  On  April  28,  1864,  William  A,  Schraitt  was  lieutenant-colonel  Twenty-eeventh 
Kegiment  of  lllinoia  Volunttfcr  Infantry.  On  that  date  and  until  he  wa^  mufitt^rt^  out 
of  the  service,  t<>  wit^  on  SeptE>mber  20 ^  l^M,  the  s«ine  was  and  coiitinu*?d  to  be  below 
the  minimum  number  preecribed  by  General  Order  No*  182*  of  the  War  Department  of 
June  20^  1863,  carrying  into  effect  section  20  of  the  act  o(  Congreee  approved  March  3, 
1863  (12  Stat*  L*,  734). 

The  ojlonel  of  eaid  Twentyngeventh  Regiment  nUnoia  Volunteer  Infantry  being 
then  and  thereafter  out  of  service  in  said  grade,  the  duties  of  colonel  devolved  upon 
said  William  A.  Schmitt,  who  then  and  thereafter  aasumed  and  performed  all  th^ 
duties  of  colonel  of  aaid  Twenty-Seventh  Regiment  Illinois  Volunteer  Infantry. 

The  govenior  of  the  State  of  Illinois  also  issued  to  said  William  A.  Schmitt  a  com- 
miaeion  aa  colonel ^  Twenty-seventh  Kegiment  of  lllinoia  Volunteer  Infantry. 

3.  On  the  ^id  April  28,  1864,  the  mustering  officer  then  and  thereafter  refused 
to  master  the  said  William  A.  Schmitt  aa  colonel  of  aaid  Tweniy-aeventh  Regiment 
of  Illinois  Volunteer  Itifantry  solely  because  hia  command  waa  below  it»  minimum 
itrength,  oa  aJore^d,  although  he  continued  to  p^erform  the  duties  of  colonel  until 
he  waa  mufltered  out  of  the  service  aa  lieu  ten  ant -colonel  September  20,  18l}4. 

4.  If  the  said  William  A»  Schmitt  should  be  deemed  colonel  Twenty-aeventh  Re|3- 
nient  of  lUiuotB  Volunteer  Infantrj^  and  entitled  to  the  pay  of  that  grade,  the  difference 
between  his  pay  and  allowancea  as  a  Ueut^^nant-colonel,  which  be  has  received^  and 
that  of  a  colonel,  to  which  he  would  have  been  entitled  had  he  been  must^rre^i  from 
the  perifiid  from  April  28,  1804,  to  September  20»  1864,  would  amount  to  1129.25  tone 
hundred  and  twenty  *mne  dollars  ana  twenty -five  center,  as  reported  by  the  Auditor 
for  the  War  Department,  including  short  payments  aggregating  |6*72*  ^ 

Bt  «ni  CoiMu 
filed  Hatch  11,1907. 

A  trae  ocmy  of  the  findlitti  of  fut  aa  filed  by  the  coort 

TM  thk  isth  day  oll£»3^  1907. 

[aiAX*.]  JoBH  Randchwb, 

AMtiBtant  CUrh  Covrt  q^  CZoima. 


J 


eOmCoNGRBSS, )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  JDocjumbnt 
Isi  Session.      \  {  No.  297. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  HENRY  GREEN. 


LBTTBB  FBOM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLERK  OF  THE  COXTItT  OF  CLAIMS 
TBANSMITTING  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  COX7BT 
JH  THE  CASE  OF  HENBY  GBEEN  AGAINST  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


DscEMBBB  9,  1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

Washington,  December  5,  1907, 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court,  I  transmit  herewith  a 
certified  copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War  Claims, 
House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883,  known 
as  the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  ClaiTM. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representaiives. 


[Court  of  CUims.    Congressional.  No.  12169-57.    Henry  Qreen  v.  The  United  States.] 
STATEMENT  OF  CASE. 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the  Committee 
on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the  14th  day  of  May,  1902.  The 
case  was  brought  to  a  hearing  on  its  merits  on  the  11th  day  of  March,  1907. 

MesBTS.  Pennebaker  &  Jones  appeared  for  the  claimant  and  the  Attorney-General, 
by  James  A.  Tanner,  esq.,  his  assistant  and  under  his  direction,  appeared  for  the 
defense  and  the  protection  of  the  interests  of  the  United  States. 

The  claimant  in  his  petition  makes  substantially  the  following  allegations: 

1.  That  he  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  and  resident  in  the  county  of  Clay,  in  the 
State  of  Iowa. 

2.  That  he  being  the  first  sergeant  of  Company  F,  Forty-ninth  Regiment  of  Wiscon- 
sin Volunteer  Infantry,  was  duly  appointea  or  commissioned  by  the  governor  of  the 
State  of  Wisconsin  as  second  lieutenant  thereof  on  October  11,  1865,  and  that  from 
and  after  said  date  he  assumed  and  performed  all  the  duties  of  his  said  grade  until 
November  14,  1865,  when  he  was  mustered  out  as  first  sergeant;  said  regiment  was 
continuously  below  the  minimum  number  prescribed  by  law  and  regulation,  and  for 
this  reason,  and  no  other,  he  was  refused  muster  and  recognition  in  the  grade  of  second 
lieutenant  during  said  period. 

3.  That  during  said  period  he  was  allowed  and  paid  only  the  pay  and  allowances  of 
a  fint  sergeant,  although  he  was  in  the  continuous  performance  of  the  duties  of  second 
Ueatenant. 

Upon  the  reports  furnished  by  the  War  and  Treasury  Departments  and  upon  other 
)  and  upon  briefs  and  arguments  of  counsel  the  court  makes  the  following 


HSNRY    OREEN, 


FINBtNOS  OP  VAOT, 


1.  Henry  Greoti,  the  d&imant  in  this  csjse,  u  a  citizen  of  the  TTniled  Stfttei  and 
resident  in  the  county  of  Clay,  in  the  State  of  Iowa. 

2.  On  October  11,  1865,  tte  said  Henry  Green  w&b  first  sergeant  of  Company  F, 
Forty-ninth  Regiment  WiiconKLii  Volunteer  Infantry.  On  that  date  and  until  he 
wa£  muatered  out  of  the  &er\ic6,  to  wit ^  on  November  14 ^  1865^  the  laine  was  and  con- 
tinued to  be  below  the  miniraun^  number  prescribed  by  General  Order  No.  182,  of  the 
War  Department  of  June  20,  lBti3,  carrying  into  effect  section  20  of  the  act  Qi  Congrew 
approved  Miwrch  3,  1863.     (12  Stat.  L..  734.) 

The  second  lieutenant  of  aaid  Company  F,  Forty-ninth  Regiment  Wiaconsin  Volun- 
teer Infantry^  being  then  and  thereafter  out  of  service  in  eaid  grade,  the  dutie«  of 
second  lieuteiiiint  devolved  upon  this  claimant^  who  then  and  thaz^aiter  assumed 
and  periormed  all  the  duti^.s  of  second  lieutenant  of  aaid  Company  F^  Forty-ninth 
Regiment  Wisconsin  Volunteer  Infantry. 

The  governor  of  the  State  of  Wisconiin  alao  issued  to  this  claimant  a  commission  as 
aecond  lieutenant  Company  F,  Forty -ninth  Re^nient  Wisconsin  Volunteer  Intimtlf. 

3.  On  the  snid  Octooer  II,  1865,  the  u^tisterin^  officer  then  and  thereafter  refm^ 
to  muster  this  claimant  as  second  lieutenant  of  said  Company  F^  Forty -ninth  Regiment 
Wiflconsin  Volunteer  Infantry,  aolely  beraiise  hia  coioniand  was  below  its  minimum 
etrengthr  as  aforesaid^  althougn  he  r  i^ittinued  to  perform  the  duties  of  second  lieutenant 
imtil  he  was  mustered  out  of  the  service  as  first  seig^nt  November  14  ^  1866. 

4.  If  the  said  Henry  Green  should  be  deemed  second  lieutenant  of  Company  F, 
Forty*ninth  Regiment  Wisconsin  Volunteer  Infantry,  and  entitled  to  the  pay  of  that 
grade,  the  difference  between  his  pay  and  allowances  ob  a  first  sergeant,  which  he  hwB 
received,  and  that  of  a  second  lieutenant,  to  which  he  woxdd  have  been  entitled  had 
he  been  mustered  for  the  perirwl  Irom  October  11*  I8»i5,  to  November  14,  18f)5,  would 
amount  to  ^3.fil  (eighty-three  dolJara  and  eighty-one  cents),  aa  reported  by  the  Aiidit<ir 
for  the  War  Department.     Servant's  pay  not  considered. 

BT  tB£   COUKT. 

Filed  March  11,  1907. 


I 


A  true  copy  of  the  findings  of  fact  i 
Teet  this  13th  day  of  March,  1907. 


I  filed  by  the  court. 


John  EJL>riK>L»!i, 
Amstmnt  CUrk  Cowl  qf  Ommi^ 


J 


eOTH  Congress,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  (Document 
M  Session.      \  I   No.  298. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  WILLIAM  T.  GLENN. 


X^BTTBB  FBOM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLERK  OF  THE  COX7BT  OF  CLAIMS 
TRANSMTTTING  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  COX7BT 
IN  THE  CASE  OF  WILLIAM  T.  GLENN  AGAINST  THE  T7NITED 
STATES. 


Dbcbmbbb  9,  1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clebk's  Office, 

WashingtoUy  December,  5,  1907. 
Sm:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court  I  transmit  herewith  a  certi- 
fied copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause,  which 
case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War  Claims, 
House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883,  known  as 
the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  ike  House  of  Representatives. 


(Court  of  Gbtloit.   CongieMion&l,  No.  12KNM6.    WlUlam  T.  Gl«im  9.  The  UzUted  8tAt«M 
8TATXMENT  OF  CA8B. 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the  Committee 
on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the  14th  day  of  May,  1902.  The  case 
was  brought  to  a  hearing  on  its  merits  on  the  11th  day  of  March,  1907. 

Messrs.  Pennebaker  &  Jones  app^ired  for  the  claimant,  and  the  Attorney-General,  by 
James  A.  Tanner,  esq.,  his  assistant  and  under  his  direction,  appeared  for  the  defense 
and  the  protection  of  the  interests  of  the  United  States. 

The  claimant  in  his  petition  makes  substantially  the  following  allegations: 

1.  That  he  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  and  resident  in  the  county  of  Cook  in  the 
State  of  niinois. 

2.  That  he,  being  the  first  sergeant  of  Company  G.  Thirty-first  Regiment  of  Indiana 
Vdunteer  Infantry,  was  duly  appointed  or  commissioned  by  the  governor  of  the  State 
of  Indiana  as  second  lieutenant  thereof  on  June  1,  18G5,  and  that  from  and  after  said 
date  he  assumed  and  performed  all  the  duties  of  his  said  grade  until  Januarv  9,  1866, 
when  he  was  musterea  out  as  first  sergeant;  said  regiment  was  continuously  below  the 
mraimiim  number  prescribed  by  law  and  regulation,  and  for  this  reason  and  no  other 
he  was  refused  muster  and  recognition  in  the  grade  of  second  lieutenant  during  said 
period. 


3.  TbBJt  duHug  eaid  period  he  was  allowecl  ^nd  paid  only  tKa  pay  &iid  allowances  of  & 
^ret  gergeant,  ^uiough  h^  was  in  Lhe  continuotia  perfonoance  of  the  duties  of  eecond 
Houtenant, 

UpoQ  the  r^porta  fumiihed  by  tlie  War  &nd  Treaanry  Departments  and  uyim  othar 
tvioence  and  upon  briela  and  argnmenta  of  couneel  the  court  makes  the  foUow  itig 


■J 


flMIUMOS  <Xf  WJUOim 


WQliam  T.  Glenn,  the  claiiDant  in  tbis  caifc.  is  a  citizen  ol  the  ITmted  States  ait4^ 
ent  ill  the  county  of  Cook  in  the  State  of  lUincib, 

2.  On  June  1.  18 G5.  the  eaid  William  T.  Glenn  was  iirst  eereesint  of  Oimpany  Q, 
Thirty -first  Repment  Indiana  Volunteer  Infantry.  On  that  date  and  until  he  was 
jnufltered  out  of  the  service,  to  wit^  on  Juiiuary  9,  1366.  tbe  same  was  and  c^jntiuutfd  to 
^  below  the  miaimuia  numlfor  prescril>ed  by  Genenil  C*nl^rs  No.  182  of  tbe  Waf 
^ Department  of  June  20.  JSij^,  cairying  into  enm't  eectiun  20  o{  the  act  of  Coogre^ 
mpproved  Mart^h  3, 1863  {12  Stat.  L. ,  7Sl). 

'  The  second  lieutenant  of  said  Company  G^  Tbifty^first  Re^ment  Indiana  Volunieer 
Infantry  heing  then  and  f hereafter  out  of  service  in  said  gride,  the  duties  of  s*?cuud 
lieutenant  devolved  upon  this  claimant,  who  then  and  tUowsiiter  a^mned  and  p^- 
formed  all  the  duties  of  second  lieuienant  of  said  Company  G,  Thirty-fet  Reg-imeat 
:  Indiana  Vol  imteer  1  nf  an  ir>^  until  J  an  uniy  9 . 1 86§. 

The  jfovefnor  of  the  State  of  Indiana  also  ies^Uf^d  to  this  claimant  a  con  mimon  ai 
fjpecond  lieutenant,  Company  G,  Thirty-first  Resriment  liuiiAna  Volunteer  Infacitzy. 

3*  On  the  said  June  I,  1S6&,  the  musteriug  titiicer  then  and  tliereafter  refueea  to 
Jiiuster  this  claimant  as  second  lieutenant  of  said  Com  pan  v  0,  Thirty-first  Regiment 
^ Indiana  Volunteer  Infantry,  aoJf^ly  becauae  hia  commana  waa  below  ite  miniroum 
f-irtreugthf  as  aforesaid  ^  although  !  i?  contiuued  lo  perform  the  duties  of  i^ecoad  lieii- 
lenant  until  he  waa  mustered  out  of  the  service  as  tirst  sergeant,  Januar>^  9,  iS66, 

4.  During  the  period  aforesaid,  to  wit,  from  June  1*  1S65,  to  January  9,  1866^  thsN 
►Ijlaimant  employed  no  private  sen^ant^  not  enlist ihL  m 

5.  During  ^id  p*.Tii>d  tMa  dflimant  did  draw  ra lions  from  the  Govemnteiil.  ^ 

6.  If  the  said  William  T,  Glenn  should  be  deemed  lecond  lieutenant  of  Company 
^,  Tliirty-tirst  Regiment  Indiana  Volunteer  Infantry,  and  entitled  to  the  pav  oi 
tfiat  grade,  the  difference  between  hie  pay  and  allow aucea  aa  a  first  MTpeant,  whidi 
lie  has  received^  and  that  of  a  second  lieuti  iiant,  to  which  he  would  have  been  entitled 
iad  he  been  mustered  for  the  pt^riod  from  June  1,  18*55,  to  January  9,  1S66,  would 
Amount  to  $334.75  (three  hunored  and  thitty^fouT  dollars  and  seventy^^five  centi), 
'without  any  deduction  for  income  tax,  m  feported  by  the  Auditor  for  theWtfj 

Depanmens. 

Bt  tbm  Gotnrr. 
Pfled  March  11, 1907. 

A  true  copy  of  the  findings  of  fact  as  filed  by  the  court. 

Test  this  13th  day  of  March,  1907. 

[seal.]  John  Randolph, 

AuUtant  Clerk  Court  of  Clami, 


80thCongbe88,  J  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  I  Document 
1st  Session.      J  (    No.  299. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  ELIZA  J.  HOUSTON,  WIDOW  OF 

JOHN  HOUSTON. 


LBTTBB  FBOM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLERK  OF  THE  COX7BT  OF  CLAIMS 
TRANSMITTING  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  COX7RT 
JH  THE  CASE  OF  ELIZA  J.  HOUSTON,  WIDOW  OF  JOHN  HOUSTON, 
DECEASED,  AGAINST  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


Deckmbbb  9,  1907.— Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  op  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

Washington,  December  4j  1907, 
Sib:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court  I  transmit  herewith  a  cer- 
tified copy  of  the  finding  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War 
Claims  imder  the  act  of  March  3,  1883,  known  as  the  Bowman  Act. 
I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

SpeaJcer  of  the  House  of  RepreserUaiives. 


CComt  of  CUInif.   CongreMional  No.  12169-75.    Eliza  J.  Houston,  widow  of  John  Hooaton,  deoeaaed, 

V.  The  United  States.] 

STATEMENT  OF  CASE. 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the  Committee 
on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the  14th  day  of  May,  1902.  The 
ci0e  was  brought  to  a  hearing  on  its  merits  on  the  22d  day  of  April,  1907. 

MesBFB.  Pennebaker  &  Jones  appeared  for  the  claimant  and  the  Attorney-General, 
by  James  A.  Tanner,  esq.,  his  assistant  and  under  his  direction,  appeared  for  the 
defense  and  the  protection  of  the  interests  of  the  United  States. 

The  claimant  in  her  petition  makes  substantially  the  following  allegations: 

1.  That  she  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  and  resident  of  the  county  of  Indiana, 
in  the  State  of  Pennsylvania,  and  is  the  widow  of  John  Houston,  deceased. 

2.  That  said  John  Houston,  being  the  commissary-sor^'cant  of  the  Fifty-fifth  Reei- 
ment  of  Pennsylvania  Volunteer  Infantry,  was  duly  appointed  or  commissioned  by  the 
governor  of  the  State  of  Pennsylvania  as  second  lieutenant  Company  F,  thereof,  on 
December  30,  1863;  and  that  from  and  after  said  date  the  said  second  lieutenant 
assumed  and  performed  all  the  duties  of  his  said  grade  until  April  6,  1864,  when  he 
was  mustered  in  as  such;  said  regiment  was  continuously  below  the  minimum  number 
prescribed  by  law  and  regulation,  and  for  this  reason,  and  no  other,  said  John  Houston 
was  refused  muster  and  recognition  in  the  grade  of  second  liuetenant  during  said 
period. 


3.  That  during  said  period  the  eaid  John  Houston  wns  allowed  and  paid  cmlj  the 
pay  and  alio  wan  cee  of  a  commifisajy-sergeant  although  he  was  in  the  continuouB  per- 
fonnflnce  of  the  duties  of  second  lieu  tenant. 

Upon  til©  re  port  a  furnished  by  the  War  and  Treasury  BepartmentB  and  upon  other 
evideQCe,  aiid  upon  briela  and  argumente  of  couneel^  the  coiirt  makes  the  following 

JTKDINGe    OP   PACT. 

1.  Elisa  J.  HouBtjon,  the  darrasnt  nf  this  case,  is  a  citizen  of  tlie  United  States  and 

resident  o(  the  county  of  Indiana  in  the  State  of  Pennsylvania, 

2,  On  December  30,  1SC3,  John  Houstou  was  conun  isaary-sergeant  of  the  FLfty-fifth 
Begtment  of  FenuB)  Ivania  Volunteer  Infantry.  On  that  date  and  until  he  was  mus- 
tered into  the  service  a^s  second  lieutenant,  to  wst*  on  April  6,  IS^,  the  same  waa  and 
conliuuC'd  to  he  below  the  minimum  number  prescribed  by  General  Order  No.  1S2 
of  the  War  Department  ol  June  20*  1863.  canymg  into  effect  section  20  of  the  act  oi 
Cons^e-sa  approved  March  3,  ISfiS.     (12  Stat,  L.,  734.) 

The  secfind  lieutenant  of  aaid  Company  F,  Fifty-fifth  Regiment  Pennfylvania  ¥oI- 
unteer  Infantry^  being  then  and  thereafter  onl  of  eervice  in  anid  grade,  the  duties  of 
second  lieutenant  devolved  iaid  John  Houston,  who  then  and  thereafter  flieumed  and 
performed  all  the  duties  of  aecond  lieutenant  of  said  Company  F»  Fifty-fifth  Regiment 
Pennsylvania  Volunteer  Infant^* 

The  governor  of  Uie  State  of  Pennsylvania  ftlao  taeued  to  said  John  Houston  a  com- 
miauion  aa  aecond  lieutenant  Company  F,  Fifty-fifth  Regiment  of  Pennsylvania  Yol- 
iintett  Infantry. 

3-  On  tb<?  aaid  Docerabpr  30.  1863,  the  mustering  officer  then  and  therifafter  t^fuaed 
to  muBier  the  said  John  Eouston  as  aecond  lieutenant  of  aaid  Company  F,  Fifty *fifti 
Bcgiment  of  Pennsylvania  Volunteer  Infantry,  solely  because  his  ojmmand  was  [>i*low 
ita  minimum  strength,  as  aforeaaid,  although  he  continued  to  perform  the  dutira  of 
iecond  lieutenant  until  he  waa  mustered  into  the  service  as  such  April  0,  Ift64. 

4.  If  the  said  John  Houstcm  should  be  deemed  aecond  lieutenant  of  Company  F, 
Fifty-fifth  Regiinrnt  of  Pennsylvania  Volunteer  Infantry,  and  entitled  to  the  pay  of 
that  grade,  the  difference  between  htis  pay  and  allowances  m  m.  commis^ry-^'"rgeant, 
which  he  has  received, and  that  of  a  eecond  lieutenant  to  which  he  would  have  be«fi 
entitled  had  he  been  m mistered,  from  the  period  frctm  Decern  b€*t  30 »  1863,  U>  April  6, 
1864,  would  amount  to  $l36.7i$  (one  hundn^d  and  Uiirty-^ix  dollars  and  BCFVonty«e|ght 
cept*^,  as  rpnorted  by  the  Auditor  lot  the  War  Department* 

By  tbm  Court- 
Filed  April  22,  1907. 

A  true  copy  of  the  findini^  of  fact  as  Sled  by  the  court. 

Test  this  24th  day  of  April,  1907* 

[skAl*]  John  RANDOtFB, 

AdnHant  Clerk  Court  a/  C^mt. 


60thC!onobes8,  )  HOUSE  OP  REPRESENTATIVES,  j  Document 
MSesdan.      f  (   No.  300. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  JOHN  E.  MULLALY. 


UBTTEB  FBOM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLERK  OF  THE  COXTBT  OF  CLAIMS 
TRANSMITTING  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  COX7RT 
IN  THE  CASE  OF  JOHN  E.  MULLALY  AGAINST  THE  UNITED 
STATES. 


DxcsMBBB  9,  1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

WashingUmy  December  4,  1907, 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court,  I  transmit  herewith  a  cer- 
tified copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War  Claims, 
House  of  Representatives,  imder  the  act  of  March  3,  1883,  known  as 
the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Court  of  CUfaDB.    Congressional.  No.  12640-21.    John  E.  Mollaly  v,  Tne  United  States.] 
STATEMENT  OF  CASE. 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the  Committee 
on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the  16th  day  of  June,  1906.  The 
case  was  brought  to  a  hearing  on  its  merits  on  the  22d  day  of  April,  1907. 

Messrs.  Pennebaker  &  Jones  appeared  for  the  claimant,  and  the  Attorney-General, 
by  George  M.  Anderson,  esq.,  his  assistant  and  under  his  direction,  appeared  for  the 
defense  and  the  protection  of  the  interests  of  the  United  States. 

The  claimant  in  his  petition  makes  substantiallv  the  following  allegations: 

1.  That  he  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  and  resident  in  the  county  of  Cook,  in 
the  State  of  Illinois. 

2.  That  he,  being  the  first  lieutenant  of  Company  F,  Seventeenth  Regiment  of 
Massachusetts  Volunteer  Infantry,  was  duly  appointed  or  commissioned  by  the  governor 
ol  the  State  of  Massachusetts  as  captain  thereof  on  December  29,  1863,  and  that  from 
and  after  said  date  he  assumed  and  performed  all  the  duties  of  his  said  grade  imtil 
May  13,  1864,  when  he  was  mustered  in  as  such;  said  regiment  was  continuously 
below  the  minimum  number  prescribed  by  law  and  regulation,  and  for  this  reason, 
and  no  other,  he  was  refused  muster  and  recognition  in  the  grade  of  captain  during 
■dd  period.  He  was  in  like  manner  duly  appointed  major  June  16,  1865|  but  was 
nhmod  muster  for  same  reason. 


S.  Thtt  4iirlni|  taid  poHo4  he  w^  allowed  and  p&id  onl^'  tlie  pay  ^nd  allow^j^cet 
d  ft  fijsi  Uaatenant  und  ^ftptaiik,  although  he  wa^  La  the  coctmuoiie  jp^rfonnance  d  the 
dutifi  gl  CAptftln  aud  mujrir, 

Upaii  £b«  r0porta  f  urnUhnd  by  the  War  and  Treamry  Departments  and  upon  other 
mrUumam  and  upon  hrl^h  and  ari^amenta  of  counsel  the  court  makee  the  foUuiring 

imiiiircHi  Of  9A0V. 

"I.  Ji>hn  K,  Mii^lpiiv,  fiu'  cisiirnnn*  in  this  case,  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  and 
n^Mtijit  lu  i]i*  •  "U  h:  '.■  .4  (  \ty<V.  in  Ell-  RUte  af  Illinois. 

i.  On  D«!<  rnif.!  F  ;r^  isiiii^  (1h  riii<i  Jobn  E,  Mullaly  was  fiiet lieutetiant  of  CoDipany 
ff  Hftvi^ntMMtitfi  Ri'^itnunt  MiwirliuriirTfn  Volunteer  Infantry.  Od  that  date  and 
until  111)  wm  inunttiri^d  into  the  Mrvicef  to  wit^  on  May  13,  1SG4.  the  eame  wse  and 
cr/Jttiniiuil  U}  \m  btlow  thf»  minitnum  number  pr&sciibed  by  General  Order  No.  1B2. 
Ill  tUt^  W(vr  Dfumrtfnont  ot  Junc^  20,  1863,  t'arrying  into  effect  eeciion  20  of  the  act  ol 
CoMtmm  LI]  »IM  i>  V  Ml  L  M arch  S ^  1 S63 ,  ( 12  Stat.  L , .  7 34 . )  He  wm  appointed  maj or  of  laid 
Mmmnt  JunH  Itl,  1^115,  but  rt^fiuied  tnuater  for  sa^me  reason* 

tIio  canUiii  and  major  of  said  S^aventeenth  Regiment  Maasachusettfi  Yolunteex 
Infjiiitry  lining  thon  una  thert^after  out  of  service  in  said  grade,  the  duties  of  captain 
tfijiu  [)fit'itinber  ^y,  IMdSt  and  major  after  June  16^  1865^  devolved  uj>on  thia  daimantf 
wht>  ihtm  and  l.Ucri^af  tar  aaiumed  and  performed  all  the  duties  of  said  gradee  of  Seveo^ 
t«antli  Ri-gim^^nt  Mawachus^^tts  Volunteer  IniantTy* 

Tbo  ({(A'ornor  of  the  State  of  Massachueetta  alao  ieeued  to  this  claimant  a  comnugrao!ii 
in  r;aplidn,  Gumj>any  F,  and  major  Soventeenth  Regiment  Masiachufletts  Volujiteer 

B<  On  the  itaid  December  29.  ISfjS,  and  June  16,  1S65,  the  mustering  oBicer  th^n  and 
tbt»reaftar  reluKKl  to  muster  this  claimant  as  captain  or  major  of  Seventeemh  Regiment 
Miusiiat?huv«itt«i  Volunteer  Infantry  solely  becauae  his  command  was  below  ita  minim um 
strength  r  9J^  aforesaid,  altboujgh  he  eontiniied  to  perform  the  duties  d  captain  and 
ttittjt)!  iinlil  he  was  mustered  m  as  captain  on  May  IS,  1B64.  and  mustered  out  ae  such 
July  ^^a   ltt56. 

4«  it  tint  wiitl  John  E.  Mullaly  should  be  deemed  captain.  Seventeenth  Maasachu- 
eetl«  hifiiritry,  from  December  29.  1863,  and  major  of  3tiid  regiment  from  June  16.  lSf>5, 
and  eiilitW  to  the  imyol  thoeegra^Jes.  the  difference  between  hiis  pay  and  aUowauQC«o 
iift  fimt  HcHitenant  and  captain,  which  lie  h&n  receive^l,  and  that  of  a  captain  and  ns^jor, 
to  wiiicb  tie  wovild  have  been  entitled  had  be  been  mufiftered  for  tbe  penod  from  Decom* 
ber  %^,  lSu:v,  to  July  2S,  1865.  would  amount  to  19930  (ninety-iune  doUaiii  and  ihiity 
cental  r  ait  reported  by  the  Auditor  for  the  War  Department,  iucludiog  a  short  paymciit 

Bt  thx  Cou«l 
-  l?ikd  April  22,  ltt07. 

A  true  copy  of  the  findinss  of  fact  as  filed  by  the  court. 

Test  this  24th  day  of  April,  1907. 

[seal.]  John  Rakdolfh, 

AMMtarU  CUrk  Court  of  Oatms. 


tOTHCoKossas, )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  Pooument 
Isi  Session.      J  |  No.  301. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  MIRIAM  F.  MUNDAY,  WIDOW  OF 
JESSE  S.  MUNDAY. 


I^BTTEB  FBOM  THB  ASSISTANT  CLERK  OF  THE  OOXTItT  OF  CLAIMS 
TBANSMITTING  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  COX7BT 
JH  THE  CASE  OF  HIBIAM  F.  MTJNDAY,  WIDOW  OF  JESSE  S.  MUN- 
DAY, DECEASED,  AGAINST  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


DscsMBSB  9,  1907.— Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  op  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

Washington,  December  4j  1907. 
Sib:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court,  I  transmit  herewith  a 
certified  copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War  Claims, 
House  of  Representatives,  imder  the  act  of  March  3,  1883,  known 
as  the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistarvt  Clerk  Court  of  Clmms. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  cfihe  House  of  Representatives. 


[Govt  of  OAlma.    CongrMsioiud.  No.  12169-117.    Miriam  F.  MundAj,  widow  of  Jesse  8.  ICondAy, 
,  ideceased,  v.  The  United  States.] 

8TATBMBNT  07  CASS. 

The  daim  in  the  above  entitled  case  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the  Com- 
mittee on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the  27th  day  of  March,  1906. 
The  case  was  brought  to  a  hearing  on  its  merits  on  the  13th  day  of  May,  1907. 

Messrs.  Pennebaker  &  Jones  appeared  for  the  claimant,  and  the  Attorney-General, 
by  James  A.  Tanner,  esq.,  his  assistant  and  under  his  direction,  appeared  for  the 
defense  and  the  protection  of  the  interests  of  the  United  States. 

Tlie  claimant  m  her  petition  makes  substantially  the  following  allegations: 

1.  That  she  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  and  resident  of  tne  county  of  Mercer, 
in  the  State  of  Kentucky,  and  is  the  widow  of  Jesse  S.  Munday,  deceased. 

2.  That  said  Jesse  S.  Mimday,  being  the  sergeant  of  Company  D,  Sixth  Regiment 
Kentucky  Volunteer  Cavalry,  was  duly  appointed  or  commissioned  by  the  gqy- 
emor  d  the  State  of  Kentucky  as  second  lieutenant  thereof  on  December  31, 1864,  and 
that  from  and  after  said  date  the  said  Jesse  S.  Munday  assumed  and  periformed  all 
the  duties  of  his  said  grade  until  July  1,  1865,  when  he  was  mustered  in  as  such;  said 
icnment  was  continuously  below  the  minimum  number  prescribed  by  law  and  rega- 
kficm,  ftDid  for  this  reason,  and  no  other,  said  Jesse  S.  Munda^r  was  refused  muster 

\  recognition  injthe  grade  of^secondjieutenant  during  said  period. 


mmmoa  ov  faov. 


1.  Mimm  F-  Munday,  the  claimant  of  thb  cafi6,  if  a  citiEea  of  the  United  Statas 

and  resident  of  the  county  of  Mercer,  in  the  State  of  Kentucky, 

2.  Q}}  December  30^  1864,  Jesge  3.  Munday  waa  Bargeant  of  Company  D,  Biith 
Begimeat  of  Kentticky  Voltmteer  Cavalry:  On  that  date  and  until  he  waa  mustered 
into  the  aervice— to  wit,  on  July  1,  lS65^the  eame  was  and  continued  to  be  below  the 
minimum  number  preiicribed  by  General  Order  No.  182,  of  the  War  Departtoent 
of  J  vine  20,  1B63«  caiTving  int:)  effect  section  20  of  the  act  of  C^ougreaa  appravwl 
March  3,  1863.     (12  Stat.  L.,7a4,) 

The  eefond  lieutenant  of  said  Company  D,  Sixth  Be^ment  Kentucky  Voluot«er 
Cavalry,  being  then  and  thereaiter  out  of  service  in  said' grade,  the  duties  of  eeoood 
lieut#nant  devolved  upon  fiaid  Jeeee  S.  Monday,  who  tb^n  and  thereafter  asumed 
and  performed  all  the  duties  of  second  lieu  tenant  of  »id  Company  D,  Sixth  Regi- 
ment Kentucky  Volunteer  Cavalry,  until  July  I*  1S6S,  when  he  was  mustered  in  as  such^ 

The  governor  of  the  State  of  Kentucky  also  issued  to  said  Jesse  S.  Mundav  a  com- 
niiaeioo  m  eecood  lieutenant,  Company  0,  Sixth  Refiment  of  Kentucky  Volunteer 
Cavalry. 

3.  On  the  said  December  30^  1864,  the  muBtering  officer  then  and  thereafter  refttKtd 
to  muHter  the  said  Jeisse  S,  Munday  as  second  lieutenant  of  said  Company  D,  Sixth 
Begiment  of  Kentucky  Volunteer  Cavalry,  solely  because  his  command  was  below 
ita  minimum  itrength,  as  aforesaid,  although  he  continued  to  perform  the  duties  of 
second  lieutenant  until  he  was  muf^tered  into  the  eervice  ae  such,  July  1,  18G5. 

4.  If  the  eaid  Jes^^e  S,  Munday  ebouM  be  deemed  second  lieutenant  of  Company  0, 
Sixth  Regiment  of  Kentucky  Volunteer  Cavalry,  and  entitled  to  the  pay  of  ihftt 
gnade,  the  difference  between  hia  pay  and  allowances  aa  a  sergeant,  wHch  he  ba» 
received,  and  that  of  a  second  lieutenant,  without  servant,  to  which  he  would  baM" 
been  eotitled  had  he  been  ^jnustered  from  th*;!  period  from  December  30,  IBM,  to 
June  30,  1865,  would  amount  to  $501.86  (five  hundred  and  one  dollaia  and  eighty -«ix 
cents),  as  reported  by  th&  Audited  lor  tha  War  Bepartmenk 

Filed  May  18, 1907. 

A  true  eofor  of  lib»  fiadiaa  d  fRCt  m  filed  by  the  court. 

TM  tUs  lith  day  of  May,  1907. 

[seal.]  JoHff  Randolph, 

AMistani  Clerk  Court  of  CUmu^ 


60thC!ongbb8S,  )  HOUSE  OP  REPRESENTATIVES,  j  Document 
1^  Session.      )  |   No.  302. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  BENJAMIN  F.  HASSON. 


I^BTTEB  FBOM  THB  ASSISTANT  OLEBK  OF  THE  COT7BT  OF  CLAIMS 
TRANSMITTING  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  COX7BT 
JH  THE  CASE  OF  BENJAMIN  F.  HASSON  AGAINST  THE  TTNTTED 
STATES. 


Dkcxmbeb  9, 1907. — ^Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

Washington,  December  4,  1907. 
Sm:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court  I  transmit  herewith  a  certi- 
fied copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War  Claims, 
House  of  Representatives,  imder  the  act  of  March  3,  1883,  known  as 
the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Court  of  Claiini.    CongressioiiAl,  No.  12169-81.    Benjamin  F.  Hasson  v.  The  United  8tatot.| 
STATEMENT  07  CASE. 

The  claim  in  the  ahove-entitled  case  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the  Conmiittee 
on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the  14th  day  of  May,  1902.  The 
case  was  brought  to  a  hearing  on  its  merits  on  the  13th  day  of  May,  1907. 

Messrs.  Pennebaker  <&  Jones  appeared  for  the  claimant,  and  the  Attorney-General, 
by  James  A.  Tanner,  esq.,  his  assistant,  and  under  his  direction,  app^u^  for  ^e 
defense  and  the  protection  of  the  interests  of  the  United  States. 

The  claimant  m  his  petition  makes  substantially  the  following  allegations: 

1.  That  he  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  and  resident  in  the  city  of  Washington, 
in  the  District  of  Columbia. 

2.  That  he,  being  a  private  of  Company  F,  Twenty-second  Regiment  of  Pennsylva- 
nia Volunteer  Cavalry,  was  duly  appointed  or  commissioned  by  the  governor  of  the 
State  of  Pennsylvania  as  second  lieutenant  thereof  on  May  11,  1864,  and  that  from 
and  after  said  diate  he  assumed  and  performed  all  the  duties  of  his  said  grade  untU  Sep- 
tember 7,  1864,  when  he  was  mustered  in  as  such;  said  regiment  was  continuously 
h^cfw  the  minimum  number  prescribed  by  law  and  regulation,  and  for  this  reason 
snd  no  other  he  was  refused  muster  and  recognition  in  the  grade  of  second  lieutenant 
during  said  period. 

3.  That  during  said  period  he  was  allowed  and  paid  only  the  pay  and  allowances 
of  a  private,  although  he  was  in  the  continuous  performance  of  tne  duties  of  seoond 
lieutenant. 


BEKJAStnr   F.   HA880N, 

tTpon  the  reports  funiiBlied  by  the  War  and  TrBamiry  Bepartmeute  and  upon  ot 
eYidence  and  upon  briefjs  and  argnmenta  of  couneel  the  court  makef;  the  f oUowing 

IlNDDIGfi  09  VAGT. 

1.  Benjamm  F,  Hasson,  the  claimant  in  this  case,  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  Stataa 
and  resident  in  the  city  of  Waehmgton,  in  the  Dieftrict  of  Columbia, 

2.  On  May  11^  ISM,  the  ^id  Benjamin  F.  Hasson  T^as  private  of  Company  F,  Twentjf- 
eocond  RegLmeut  Feimsylvania  Voluntficr  Cavalry.  It  doee  not  appear  from  the  evi- 
dence that  on  that  date  and  until  he  was  mustere<l  into  the  service,  to  wtt^  on  Septem* 
bar  7^  1864^  the  same  w»s  and  continued  to  be  below  the  niiiiimum  number  prescribed 
by  Geneial  Order  No.  182  of  the  War  Departmeut  of  June  20 » 1863^  carrying  into  edect 
section  20  of  the  act  of  Congre^  approved  March  3,  1863  (12  Stat.  L.,  734). 

George  T.  Hammond »  tne  second  lieutenant  of  said  Company  F,  Twentj^-second 
Regiment  Fenn^ylvania  Volunteer  Cavalr>\  waa  dismiflsed  from  the  service  September 
21, 1863,  while  u  priscjner  of  war  on  the  charge  of  desertion  to  the  enemy,  and  toe  dudoB 
of  second  lieutenant  de%'olved  upon  thi^  claimant,  who  then  and  thereafter  aemimed 
and  performed  all  the  dutiee  of  second  lieiiteaant  of  iald  i.'ompeny  F,  Twenty  second 
Rjegiment  Pennsylvania  Volunteer  Cavalry,  until  Sept eui her  7,  1864»  when  he  waa 
mustered  in  as  such.  The  order  dismb^in^  said  Lieut.  George  T.  Hammond  was  sub^ 
sequently  revoked,  and  he  was  honorablv  dtschai^d  from  the  service,  to  date,  Novem- 
ber 29,  1864. 

The  governor  of  the  State  of  Pennsylvania  alao  laeued  to  tbiB  claimant  a  comtnusioii 
9M  second  lieutenant,  Company  F,  Twenty-secotid  Regiment  Pennsylvania  Volunteer 
Cavalry, 

3.  On  the  said  May  11 ,  186^,  the  mustering  officer  then  and  thereafter  refused  to 
muster  this  claiuiant  as  second  lieutenant  of  said  Company  F,  Twenty -eeoond  K«^ 
ment  Pennflylvania  Volunteer  Cavalry,  although  he  continued  to  perform  the  dotifii 
of  private  until  he  wae  mustered  into*  the  service  as  aecond  lieutenant,  September  7^ 
1864, 

4.  During  the  period  aforesaid,  to  wit,  from  May  11, 1664,  to  September  7, 1864*  dik 
claimant  omploved  one  private  servant,  not  erdi»ted» 

5.  During:  said  period  this  ckimant  did  not  draw  rations  from  the  Govemment 

6.  If  tJie  said  BenJLunin  F*  Hasson  should  l^e  deemed  second  lieutenant  of  Company 
Fi  Twenty-second  Raiment  Pennsylvania  Volunteer  Cavalry,  and  entitled  to  the  pay 
of  that  grade,  the  difierence  between  liia  pay  and  allowances  as  a  private,  which  he 
has  received,  and  that  of  a  second  lieutenant,  to  wbicJi  be  would  have  been  entitled 
had  he  been  muj^ered  for  the  period  from  May  11,  1864,  to  September  6^  IS^,  vtinld 
amount  to  $365.39  (three  hundred  and  sixty-^ve  doUaxa  and  thirty^nme  cents),  vm 
reported  by  the  Auditor  for  the  War  Department. 

FUed  May  IS,  1907. 


A  true  copy  of  the  findings  of  fact  i 
Test  this  16th  day  of  May,  1907. 

[8BAL.) 


I  filed  by  the  court. 


John  IUkdolfh, 
AisUUmt  Clerk  Court  </  CWmt. 


flim^^ 


QOthOonobess,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  (  Document 
1st  Session,      j  (    No.  303. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  LUCIUS  V.  S.  MATTISON. 


LBTTEB  FBOM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLERK  OF  THE  COTJBT  OF  CLAIMS 
TBAN8MITTINO  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  COURT 
IV  THE  CASE  OF  LUCIUS  V.  S.  MATTISON  AGAINST  THE  UNITED 
STATES. 


Dbcbmbkb  9, 1907. — ^Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

Washington y  December  4, 1907. 
Sib:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court  I  transmit  herewith  a  certi- 
fied copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War 
Claims,  House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883, 
known  as  the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


fOomt  of  ClAlniM.    Congressional,  No.  12109-115.    Locias  V.  S.  Mattlson  v.  The  United  States.] 

STATEMENT  OF  CASE. 

Hie  daim  in  the  above-entitled  case  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the  Committee 
an  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the  27th  day  of  March,  1902.  The 
esse  was  brought  to  a  hearing  on  its  merits  on  the  22d  day  of  April,  1907. 

Mesen.  Pennebaker  &  Jones  appeared  for  the  claimant,  and  the  Attorney-Genera!, 
by  George  M.  Anderson,  esa.,  his  assistant  and  under  his  direction,  appeared  for  the 
defense  and  the  protection  of  the  interests  of  the  United  States. 

Tlie  claimant  m  his  petition  makes  substantially  the  following  allegations: 

1.  That  he  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  and  resident  in  the  county  of  Oswego,  in 
tlie  State  of  New  York. 

2.  That  he,  being  the  first  sergeant  of  Company  D,  Eighty-first  Regiment  New  York 
Voliinteer  Infantry,  was  duly  appointed  or  commissioned  by  the  governor  of  the  State 
of  New  York  as  second  lieutenant  thereof  on  June  28,  1864;  ana  that  from  and  i^r 
nid  date  he  assumed  and  performed  all  the  duties  of  his  said  grade  until  November 
6,  1864,  when  he  was  mustered  in  as  captain  •  said  rc^ment  was  continuously  below 
the  minimum  number  prescribed  by  law  ana  regulation,  and  for  this  reason,  and  no 
other,  he  was  refused  muster  and  recognition  in  the  grade  of  second  lieutenant  during 
nid  period. 

8.  That  during  said  period  he  was  allowed  and  paid  only  the  pay  and  allowances  of  a 
fint  sergeant,  although  he  was  in  the  continuous  performance  of  the  duties  of  second 
Hemenant. 

Upon  the  leportB  furnished  by  the  War  and  Treasury  Departments,  and  upon  other 
ifviafiDoe,  and  upon  briefs  and  arguments  of  counsel,  the  court  makes  the  following 


LUCIUS   V,   S,  MATTISON, 


nNDFNQe  OP  FACT, 


1.  Ludtis  V.  S.  Mattitioa^  the  ckimfLnt  in  this  case^  b  a  c  it  hen  of  tlie  Fnit^  Stat«i, 
&nd  reaident  in  the  county  of  Oswego,  in  the  State  of  New  York. 

2.  On  June  28.  18&4»  the  said  Lucius  V,  S.  Mattison  was  fifst  sereeant  of  Company  D, 
Eighty-first  Reeiment  New  York  Volunteer  Infaiitry*  On  that  c&te  aod  until  he  wa« 
mustered  into  the  service ^  to  wit,  on  November  6,  1864,  the  same  was  and  continue 
to  be  below  th^  minimum  number  ^roBcribed  by  Genera!  Orders,  No.  182,  of  the  War 
Department  of  June  20,  18 03,  carrying  into  effetl:  section  20  of  the  act  of  Congreea 
approved  March  3,  1863  (12  Stat.  L.,  734). 

The  second  Iteutenjint  of  said  Company  D,  Eighty-firet  Regiment  New  York  VoIud- 
teer  Iiifantry,  being  then  and  thereafter  out  of  service  in  staid  grade,  the  datiet*  of  second 
lieutenant  devnlved  \ipon  thi&  claimant^  who  then  and  thereafter  aE«umed  and  per- 
formed all  the  duties  of  second  lieutenant  of  E?aid  Company  D,  Eighty-first  Regiment 
New  York  Volunteer  Infantry,  until  November  6,  1864,  when  miistered  in  as  captain. 

The  governor  of  the  State  of  New  York  also  iisiied  to  this  claimant  a  commission  aa 
■econd  lieutenant  Company  D,  Eighty-hiBt  Regiment  New  York  Volunteer  Inlantry. 

3.  On  the  «iid  June  28,  1864,  the  mu.itering  officer  then  and  thereafter  refujied  to 
muster  this  rlaijimnt  aa  second  Ileuton^inL  of  said  Company  D^  Eighty-first  Rf-girneni 
New  York  Volunteer  Infantrj',  solely  becau&e  his  conimiind  wa«  below  it*  rniniinum 
strength,  as  aforesaid,  althouRn  he  continued  to  perfoms  the  dnties  of  second  lieuleimni 
until  he  was  miiBtered  into  the  service  &s  captain,  Norvember  6, 1S€4. 

4.  During  the  period  aforesaid,  to  wit,  from  June  28,  1864,  to  November  5.  1864* 
this  claimant  employed  one  servant,  not  enlisted, 

6,  During  said  period  thia  claimant  did  not  draw  rations  from  the  Govenuuent. 

6*  If  the  aaid  Lucius  V.  S.  Mattis*m  should  be  deemed  second  lieuteDant  of  Com- 
|)any  D,  Eighty- first  Regiment  New  York  Volunteer  Infantry,  and  entitled  to  the  ^y 
of  that  grade,  the  difference  between  his  pay  and  allowAUcee  as  a  fin?t  sergeant,  Wmri 
he  has  received,  and  that  of  a  second  lieutenant,  to  which  he  woidd  have  been  enti- 
tled had  ho  been  mustered  for  the  period  from  June  28,  1804,  to  November  5,  1864, 
would  amount  to  four  hundreil  and  ninety  ilollara  and  forty-four  cents  (|49t*.443,  as 
reported  by  the  Auditor  for  the  War  Department,  including  anon  payments  of  1186.67. 

By  tblm  Coujet, 

Filed  April  23,  1907. 

A  tnie  copy  of  the  findings  of  fact  ae  filed  b^  the  court, 

Teflt  this  24th  day  of  ApnJ,  1907. 

[SBAL.I  John  RAKt»ot.pif, 


60th  Congress,  \  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES,  i  Document 
l8t  Session.      \  \  No.  304. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  SCHOONER  SYLVANUS. 


LBTTBB  FBOM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLERK  OF  THE  COT7RT  OF  CLAIBCS 
TRANSMITTING  A  COPY  OF  THE  CONCLUSIONS  OF  LAW  AND  OF 
FACT  IN  THE  FRENCH  SPOLIATION  CASES  RELATING  TO  THE 
SCHOONER  SYLVANUS,  EDWABD  D.  BAKER,  MASTER. 


Dbcbmbbb  9,  1907. — Kef  erred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  op  Claims, 
Washington,  D.  C,  December  7, 1907. 
Sm:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Cliaims,  I  transmit 
herewith  the  conclusions  of  fact  and  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of 
January  20,  1885,  in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the 
annexed  findings  by  the  court  relating  to  the  vessel  schooner 
Sylvanus,  Edward  D.  Baker,  master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


fCourt  of  Claims.    French  spoliations.    Act  of  January  20. 18S5;  23  Stat.  L.,283.    Vol.  1,  Supplement 

to  B.  S.,  2d  ed..  471.    Vessel  schooner  Sylvanut,  Edward  D.  Baker,  master.] 
No.  of 
ca«e.  Claimant. 

2230.    Francis  M.  Boutwell,  administrator  of  Abraham  Touro,  v.  The  United  States. 

George  G.  King,  administrator  of  Crowell  Hatrh,  v.  The  United  States. 

James  C.  Davis,  suiministrator  of  Cornelius  Durant,  v.  The  United  States. 
3644.     Charles  T.  Lovering,  administrator  of  Joseph  Taylor,  v.  The  United  States. 

Htenry  Parkman,  administrator  of  John  Lovett,  v.  The  United  States. 

Arthur  D.  Hill,  administrator  of  Beiamin  Homer,  v.  The  United  States. 

Edward  I.  Browne,  administrator  of  Israel  Thomdike,  v.  The  United  States. 

Thomas  N.  Perkins,  administrator  of  John  C.  Jones,  v.  The  United  States. 

James  C.  Davis,  administrator  of  Cornelius  Durant,  v.  The  United  States. 

John  Lowell,  jr.,  administrator  of  Tu thill  Hubbart,  v.  The  United  States. 
8645.     Charles  T.  Lovering,  administrator  of  Joseph  Taylor,  v.  The  United  States. 

Thomas  N.  Perkins,  administrator  of  John  C.  Jones,  v.  The  United  States. 
3646.     Charles  T.  Lovering,  administrator  of  Joseph  Taylor,  v.  The  United,  States. 

Charles  K.  Cobb,  administrator  of  Stephen  Cod  man,  v.  The  United  States. 

William  G.  Perry,  administrator  of  Nicholas  Gilnian,  v.  The  Untied  States. 

Thomas  N.  Perkins,  administrator  of  John  C.  Jones,  v.  The  United  States. 
2403.     Nathan  Matthews,  jr.,  administrator  of  Daniel  Sargent,  v.  The  United  States. 
4193.    Chandler  Robbins,  administrator  of  Joseph  Russell,  v.  The  United  States 

PRELIMINARY  STATEMENT. 

These  cases  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  12th  day  of  March,  1907. 

The  claimants  were  reprei?ented  by  William  T.  S.  Curtis  and  Theodore  J.  Pickett, 
and  the  United  States,  defendants,  by  the  Attorney-General,  t\iTOW^\v  V\b  ^»sv3\a.i\V. 
in  the  Department  of  Justice,  John  W.  Trainer,  esq.,  with  wkomYfaa  XeBAaXAuX.  KXX^iiTiK^- 
iknend  J.  A.  Van  OrsdeL 
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jBOHCONBB  MTCVAm^. 


[ 


0ON0LUBZON8  OV  VAOT. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence  and  after  hearing  tha  ai:gumenti  and  conetrf^nn^ 
llie  same  witli  me  briefs  of  iroTiiTsel  on  earh  side,  determine  Lbo  tacta  to  be  as  loUows: 

I.  The  Bchooner  S^lvantuf,  E6vrm4  D.  Baker,  master,  failed  on  a  commercial  voy- 
age on  or  Vkhonl  April  27,  ISOO,  from  the  island  of  Martin imm  bound  to  Boaton.  \\TiiJ6 
peacefully  pursuing  said  voyage  she  iv^a  aeized  on  May  1,  1800^  by  the  French 
ptivftteer  L  IrtduHrie,  Captain  Gavotte,  and  carried  into  the  lelaDd  of  Guadaloupe. 

May  4,  1800  (Floreal  lb,  year  8).  said  veseel  and  cargo  were  condemned  by  the 
tribunal  of  commerce  and  prizes  sitting  at  Baaeetene,  Guadaioupe,  on  the  loUowii^ 
grounds: 

t' 'ri:Lr»i  the  mfLster  of  the  veesfil  has  no  r61e  d'equipage  but  dmply  an  agreement 
ith  his  crew, 
'That  rb©  vessel  had  taken  on  board  at  Martiniaue,  an  Enf:ltsb  island  ^  a  c^rco 
molafi&es,  sug;ir,  and  rnjTce  of  the  growth  of  »aid  isL-knl." 

II.  Hie  schooner  Svlvanm  ma  a  duly  regiatflsed  vesBel  of  tbe  Ufiilia  BMM  «f 
ei^toDs  burthen,  built  in  ManadiiiaettB  in  the  ye^ 

B.  Bftker.  Baker  Baker,  Scoiiay  Baker,  OalTin  Tamer,  and  Icfaabod  llianaa»  aS 
citigenB  of  the  United  Statei. 

III.  The  cargo  of  the  Svlvanm  at  tlie  time  ci  capture  consisted  of  i 
end  sugar,  and  was  owned  by  William  P.  Smith  and  Edivard  D.  Baker, 
the  IMted  States. 

lY.  The  losses  by  reason  of  the  capture  and  condemnation  of  ^h»  Sfflwmm 
asfoUows: 

Value  of  vessel la^TiQLM 

Freight eamin^i..... •^.    l^W^M 

Value  of  caigo l^ft07.Si 

Bcemiums  of  insurance  paid ItlM^M 

Amounting  in  all  to , IQ^SIS^ii 

Deduct  insurance  received ••    8|60Qi.M 

Net  loss... 1,71S.M 

V.  February  24,  1800,  Edward  D.  Baker,  Baker  Baker,  ScoIlay  Baker,  OaMft 
Tomer,  and  Ichabod  TluHnas,  owners  of  the  vessel,  effected  insurance  thereon  in  lia 
offlkse  01  Joseph  Taylor,  insurance  breker  of  Boston,  in  the  sum  of  12.600,  w 

lor  a  premium  d  15  per  cent,  said  pbUcy  bdng  und«nmdtt^  by  the  lolkTO 
-  each  in  the  sum  set  opposite  thdr  names,  respectively,  viz: 

Danid  Sargent * I0DO.M 

John  O.Jones ' (TO.  00 

Stephen  Cod  man 700. 00 

Niciiolas  Oilman 700.00 

October  15, 1800,  said  Joseph  Tavlor,  as  agent,  duly  paid  the  said  assured  the  sum  of 
12,500,  being  in  full  for  a  total  loss  by  reason  of  the  premises. 

VI.  February  24,  1800,  Edward  D.  Baker,  owner  of  certain  property  on  board  said 
vessel,  effected  insurance  on  the  same  in  the  office  of  Joseph  Taylor,  in  the  sum  of  $700, 
paying  therefor  a  premium  of  8  per  cent,  said  policy  being  underwritten  by  the  follow- 
ing person,  viz: 

JohnC.  Jones $700.00 

Thereafter  said  Joseph  Taylor,  as  agent,  duly  psiid  the  said  as8iu*ed  the  sum  of  $700, 
being  in  full  for  a  total  loss  by  reason  of  the  premises. 

VII.  February  26^  1800,  William  P.  Smith,  owner  of  the  cargo,  effected  insurance  on 
said  goods  in  the  office  of  Joseph  Taylor,  in  the  sum  of  $4,500.  paying  therefor  a  pre- 
mium of  15  per  cent,  said  policy  being  underwritten  by  the  following  persons,  eacn  in 
the  sum  set  opposite  their  names,  respectively,  viz: 

Israel  Thomdike $000.00 

JohnLovett 800.00 

Tuthill  Hubbart 800.00 

JohnC.  Jones 500.00 

in  Homer 500.00 

Sy-      nds  Durant 1,000.00 

J     ^y&K        U 800.00 

^  28.        I,  said  Joseph  Taylor,  as  agent,  duly  paid  the  said  assured  the  sum  of 

nn/.  I  .11  i oil  for  a  total  loss  by  reason  of  the  premises. 

xlie      1^  ^.  Jeffrey  &  Russell  was  composed  of  Joseph  Russell  and  Patrick  Jefbej*  ef 
said  Russell  was  the  survivor. 
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Vni.  June  10,  1800,  William  P.  Smith,  owner  of  the  cargo,  effected  insurance  on 
nideoodfl  in  the  office  of  Abraham  Touro,  insurance  broker  oi  Boston,  in  the  sum  of 
|3,0(W,  iMiying  therefor  a  premiimi  of  10  per  cent,  said  policy  being  underwritten  by 
the  foUowing-named  persons  each  in  the  simi  set  opposite  their  names,  respectively, 
▼is: 

<>oweIl  Hatch 1500.00 

Cornelius  Durant 500.00 

William  Smith 600.00 

John  C.  Jones 600.00 

James  Scott 600.00 

Samuel  W.  Pomeroy 600.00 

February  19, 1801,  said  Touro,  as  agent,  duly  paid  the  said  assured  the  sum  of  |900, 
as  and  for  a  total  loss  bv  reason  of  the  premises,  the  said  William  P.  Smith,  having 
been  previously  insured  to  the  value  of  his  said  property  less  said  sum  of  |900,  the 
same  oeing  a  loss  to  Crowell  Hatch,  the  first  underwriter  on  said  policv,  in  the  sum  of 
$500j  and  to  Cornelius  Durant,  the  second  underwriter  thereon,  in  the  sum  of  |400. 
William  Smith,  John  C.  Jones,  James  Scott,  and  Samuel  W.  Pomeroy  suffered  no  loss 
on  this  policy. 

The  claimants  have  produced  letters  of  administration  on  the  estates  of  the  parties 
lor  whom  they  appear,  and  have  otherwise  proved  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  court  that 
the  persons  for  whose  estates  they  have  filed  claims  are  in  fact  the  same  persons  who 
suffered  loss  by  reason  of  the  seizure  and  condemnation  of  the  schooner  Sylvanus,  as 
set  forth  in  the  preceding  findings. 

Said  claims  were  not  embraced  in  the  convention  between  the  United  States  and  the 
BepubUc  of  France  concluded  on  the  30th  of  April,  1803.  They  were  not  claims  ^w- 
ing  out  of  the  acts  of  France  allowed  and  paid  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the  provisions 
of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States  and  Spain  concludea  on  the  22d  of  February, 
1819,  and  were  not  allowed  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the  provisions  of  the  treaty 
between  the  United  States  and  France  of  the  4th  of  July,  1831. 

The  claimants,  in  their  representative  capacity,  are  the  owners  of  said  claims,  which 
have  never  been  assigned  except  as  aforesaid. 

OONCLUSIONS  OF  LAW. 

The  court  decides  as  conclusions  of  law  that  said  seizure  and  condemnation  were 
iUegal,  and  the  owners  and  insurers  had  valid  claims  of  indemnity  therefor  upon  the 
French  Government  prior  to  ratification  of  the  convention  between  the  Unitea  States 
and  the  French  Republic,  concluded  on  the  30th  day  of  September,  1800;  that  said 
claims  were  relinquished  to  France  by  the  Government  of  the  United  States  by  said 
treaty  in  part  consideration  of  the  relinquishment  of  certain  national  claims  of  France 
against  the  United  States;  and  that  the  claimants  are  entitled  to  the  following  sums 
m>m  the  United  States: 

Nathan  Matthews,  jr.,  administrator  of  Daniel  Sargeant,  six  hundred  dollars.  |600. 00 
Thomas  N.  Perkins,  administrator  of  John  C.  Jones,  one  thousand  seven 

hundred  dollars 1, 700. 00 

Charles  K.  Cobb,  administrator  of  Stephen  Codman,  seven  hundred  dollars. .  700. 00 

William  G.  Perry,  sulministrator  of  Nicholas  Oilman,  sevc  n  hundred  dollars. .  700. 00 

Edward  I.  Browne,  administrator  of  Israel  Thomdike,  six  hundred  dollars. .  600. 00 

Henry  Parkman,  administrator  of  John  Ix)vett,  three  hundred  dollars 300. 00 

John  Lowell,  ir.,  administrator  of  Tuthill  Hubbart,  eight  hundred  dollars. .  800. 00 
Arthur  D.  Hill,  administrator  of  Benjamin  Homer,  five  hundred  dollars. ..  500.00 
James  C.  Davis,  administrator  of  Cornelius  Durant,  one  thousand  four  hun- 
dred dollars 1,400.00 

Chandler  Bobbins,  administrator  of  Joseph  Russell,  eight  hundred  dollars. .  800. 00 

Geoige  G.  King,  administrator  of  Crowell  Hatch,  five  hundred  dollars 500. 00 

Amounting  in  all  to  eight  thousand  six  hundred  dollars ; 8, 600. 00 

The  owners  of  the  vessel,  freight,  and  cargo  are  not  in  court. 

By  thb  Court. 
filed  March  18, 1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  6th  day  of  December,  A.  D.  1907. 

[cvAL.]  John  RANnoLPH, 

AMsistant  Clerk  Court  of  ClamM. 

o 


earaCoNOBBSS,  1  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES,  j  Document 
l8t  Session.      \  \   No.  305. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  SCHOONER  JENNY. 


XJBTTBB  FBOX  THB  ASSISTANT  CLERK  OF  THE  COTJBT  OF  CLAIMS 
TBANSMITTING  A  COPY  OF  THE  CONCLUSIONS  OF  LAW  AND  OF 
FACT  IN  THE  F&ENCH  SPOLIATION  CASES  RELATING  TO  THE 
80HOONEB  JENNY,  GEORGE  WALKER,  MASTER. 


DaoBMBXB  9, 1907. — ^Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 


Court  op  Claims, 
WdsMngton,  D,  (7.,  December  7,  1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit  here- 
with the  conclusions  of  fact  and  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January 
20,  1885,  in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  find- 
ings  by  the  court  relating  to  the  vessel  schooner  Jenrvy,  Greorge  Walker, 
master. 

1  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Gouri  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  Rouse  of  Representatives. 


fOoort  of  CUtnu.    French  ■poUatlom.    Act  of  January  30, 1885;  23  Stat.  L.,  383.    Vol.  1,  Supplemont 

to  B.  8.,  2d  ed.»  471.    Veiaei  Mhooner  Jermj,  George  Walker,  master.] 
Ko.o< 
ma%.  Claimant. 

890.  Brooks  Adams,  administrator  of  Peter  G.  Brooks,  v.  The  United  States. 

1630.  Alice  S.  Wheeler,  administratrix  of  Abiel  Winship,  v.  The  United  States. 

2038.  Geoi]ge  G.  King,  administrator  of  Crowell  Hatch,  v.  The  United  States. 

4204.  William  I.  Munroe,  administrator  of  John  Brazer,  v.  The  United  States. 

PRSLDaNARY  STATEMENT. 

Tbese  cases  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  13th  dav  of  March,  1907. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  William  T.  S.  Curtis  and  Theodore  J.  Pickett, 
esqs.,  and  the  United  States,  defendant,  by  the  Attorney-General,  through  his 
MBistant  in  the  Department  of  Justice,'  John  W.  Trainer,  esq.,  with  whom  was  Assist- 
ant Attomey-Genml  J.  A.  Van  Orsdel.    . 

CONCLUSIONS  OF  FACT. 

'nie  court,  xmm  the  evidence  and  after  hearing  the  arguments  and  considering  the 
WUDB  with  the  oriefti  of  counsel  on  each  side,  determine  the  facts  to  be  as  follows: 

I.  The  schooner  /enny,  George  Walker,  master,  suled  on  a  commercial  voyage 
Ifoivember  21, 1790,  from  Boston  bound  for  Jamaica. 


WhSto  peioefanyiniiiaiog  add  voyage,  she  waa  saieed  cm  the  hi^b  &saa  in  Becember, 
1796,  by  tbe  F^wnda  Jxrivateer  echooner  La  Pit^de^  Captain  Calmichi,  and  sfnt  into 
Gonai'vw,  under  a  priae  master.  Tbe  {^aptain  of  the  //nni/  w^e  taken  to  Gont^ivoB  on 
iSbB  priTileer  hk  pttpen  were  taken  from  him,  and  be  wiui  kept  under  gimrd  on  tbe 
mivaleer.  wUHe  etui  in  Cllrtodjr,  he  waa  examined  by  tbe  justice  of  the  peace  of 
CtoaiTes  and  oosnpdled  to  lAmi  his  answers  to  the  in terrcign tones,  aUboug:U  Ibe  inter- 
pveting  bad  been  Tery  impanct  and  he  could  not  know  m  bat  bis  answers  bad  been 
madeto  contain.  On  January  It  17^  i  the  vessel  and  Oirgo  were  condetuned  by  tbe 
oomnubnlcn  of  tbe  ezecative  oiiectory  at  tbe  Cape  a^  ^ood  prize  for  tbe  benefit  of  tbe 
oapJOTB,  and  thereby  became  a  t^t^I  loss  to  the  owners  thereof. 

The  groonda  of  condemnation  as  stated  in  the  decree  weie  as  foUona:  That 
cai^o  was  of  English  ownenhip;  that  the  Tossel  was  not  provided  witb 
iniFcdceB. 

So  ftf  as  tbe  abore  condurions  were  ground  lor  legal  condemnation  tibiey  weie 
siftent  with  tbe  fM^,  wM(^  licts  the  mastor  wis  not  gi^ea  an  oppovtn 
to  the  tribunal  that  ccmdemned  tbe  vemA  and  caiso. 

n.  l!be /«mw wasadulytegisteredTeBselof the unitedStatesof «m 
bnilt  in  Maasachiisetti  bd  the  year  1784,  and  owned  solely  by  Abief  H^aship  a-^ 
Qhailes  Winship,  citizens  of  the  United  States,  In  the  prqpoitionB,  TOipeetiw|y,'ql 
ttueoKiiiarten  and  one-qnarter. 

111.  The  cugo  of  the  Jenm  at  date  of  said  s^me  consirted  of  beef,  mnkimam, 
flour,  boons,  similar  merchan<use,  and  specie,  and  was  owned  by  said  Abiel  ITlniii^ 
and  Gharles  Winaihip  in  the  same  proportions  as  tbeiy  owned  Ibe  vessel  and  bgr«ttMr 
persons  wbose  names  no  not  appear. 

Tbe  specie  consisted  of  1,6C0  Spanidi  milled  doUaiSr  of  wfaidi  1^200  weie  the  ptap^ 
erty  of  said  Abiel  Windiip  and  Cnarles  Winship,  owned  by  them  m  tbe  same  peopo^ 
tlons  as  they  owned  tbe  vessel. 

lY.  The  losses  to  said  Abiel  Winship  by  reason  of  tbe  sdsure  and  condemnation  of 
the  /eiMiy  were  as  follows: 

Thiee-lourths  value  of  tbe  vessel 9l,4S0.1IO 

Three-fourths  freight  earnings • 787«ii 

Value  of  his  proportion  of  ca^,  including  j^>ecie l,4fiLW 

Amounting  in  an  to 8^fNl.M 

February  2, 1797,  Caiaries  Windiip,  owner  of  one-lourth  of  vessel  and  onie4oai&ei 
that  portion  of  tbe  cargo  shipped  by  bim  and  Abiel  Winebip,  pioeured  ^bmo^  Ai 
offioe  of  FMer  0.  Brodn  insminoe  on  one-quarter  part  of  the  vessel  and  i 
ta  Uw  sum  d  11,000,  Mying  to  SQC&  insurance  a  prendum  of  15  per  cent. 

Tbe  policy  was  uxiderwritten  by  tbe  following  penqos,  dtiaeas  ef  tbe  1^^ 
each  in  tbe  sum  set  opposite  bis  name: 

Caleb  Hopkins 9500 

Oiowell  Hatch 500 

Thereafter  Peter  C.  Brooks,  as  agent,  duly  paid  tbe  insured  |1,000  in  full  for  a  total 
loBB  by  reason  of  tbe  premises. 

Tbe  value  of  tbe  property  at  risk  exceeded  tbe  sum  for  which  insured. 

December  8,  1801,  tbe  adminiBtrator  of  tbe  estate  of  Caleb  Hopkins,  in  consideration 
of  $3,000  paid  by  Peter  G.  Brooks  and  tbe  assumption  by  tbe  saia  Brooks  of  any  and  all 
liabilities  and  disadvantages  arising  from  tbe  said  intestate's  underwriting  in  the  ofiSce 
of  said  Brooks,  assigned  to  tbe  said  Brooks  all  bis  intestate's  right,  title,  and  interest  in 
and  to  all  insurance  done  by  bis  said  intestate  as  an  underwriter  in  the  office  of  said 
Brooks. 

Tbe  claimants  have  produced  letters  of  administration  on  tbe  estates  of  the  parties 
for  whom  they  appear,  and  have  otherwise  proved  to  tbe  satisfaction  of  tbe  court  that 
tbe  persons  for  whose  estates  they  have  filed  claims  are  in  fact  tbe  same  persons  who 
suffered  loss  by  reason  of  the  seizure  and  condemnation  of  tbe  schooner  Jenny,  as  sst 
forth  in  the  preceding  findings. 

Said  claims  were  not  embraced  in  tbe  convention  between  tbe  United  States  and 
tbe  Republic  of  France  concluded  on  tbe  30tb  of  April.  1803.  They  were  not  claims 
growing  out  of  the  acts  of  France  allowed  and  paid  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the  pro- 
visions of  the  treaty  between  tbe  United  States  and  Spain  concluded  on  the  22a  of 
February,  1819,  ana  were  not  allowed  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the  provisioDS  of  tbe 
treaty  between  tbe  United  States  and  France  of  tbe  4tb  of  July,  1831. 

Tbe  claimants,  in  their  representative  capacity,  are  the  ownen  of  said  claims,  wbicb 
have  never  been  assigned  except  as  aforesaid 
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CONCLUSIONS  OF  LAW. 


Tbe  court  decides  as  conclusioiis  of  law  that  said  seizure  and  condemnation  were 
illegal,  and  the  owners  and  insurers  had  valid  claims  of  indemnity  therefor  upon  the 
PVench  Government  prior  to  the  ratification  of  the  convention  between  the  United 
States  and  the  French  Republic,  concluded  on  the  30th  day  of  September,  1800;  that 
Mid  claims  were  relinquished  to  France  by  the  Government  of  the  United  States  by 
treaty  in  part  consideration  of  the  relinquishment  of  certain  national  claims  of  France 
against  the  United  States,  and  that  the  claimants  are  entitled  to  the  following  sums 
from  the  United  States: 

BrookB  Adams,  admimstrator  of  Peter  G.  Brooks,  five  hundred  dollars $500. 00 

Geoige  G.  Kins,  administrator  of  Crowell  Hatch,  five  hundred  dollars 500.00 

Alice  8.  Whee^,  admimstratrix  of  Abiel  Winship,  three  thousand  six  hun- 
dred and  seventy  dollars  and  six  cents 8,670.06 

Amounting  in  all  to  four  thousand  six  hundred  and  seventy  dollars 
and  six  cents 4,670.06 

Charles  Winship,  part  owner  of  the  vessel  and  cargo,  is  not  in  court. 
Petition  No.  4204,  William  I.  Monroe,  administrator  of  John  Brazer,  is  dismissed, 
DO  evidence  having  been  produced  to  show  that  he  suffered  loss  on  this  vessel. 

By  THB  GOUBT. 

Hied  April  1, 1907. 

A  true  copy: 

Test  this  6th  day  of  December,  A.  D.  1907. 

[■jiAL.]  John  Randolph, 

AMtUtarU  CUrkf  Court  qf  Claimi. 


eOra  Congress,  J  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES,  j  Document 
1st  Session.      \  1    No.  306. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  SCHOONER  FRIENDSHIP. 


UriTKB  FROM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLERK  OF  THE  COTTItT  OF  CLAIMS 
TBAN8MITTING  A  COPY  OF  THE  CONCLUSIONS  OF  LAW  AND 
OF  FACT  IN  THE  FRENCH  SPOLIATION  CASES  RELATING  TO 
THE  VESSEL  SCHOONER  FRIENDSHIP,  WILLIAM  BLANCHARD, 
MASTER. 


Dbcsmbbb  9, 1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 


Court  op  Claims, 
WasMngton,  D.  (7.,  December  6,  1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Clauns,  I  transmit  here- 
with the  conclusions  of  fact  and  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  Januair 
20, 1885,  in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  find- 
injgs  bv  the  court  relating  to  the  vessel  schooner  Friendship,  William 
B&ncnard,  master. 

I  am,  very  respectfuUy,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Court  of  ClAims.    French  spoliations.    Act  of  January  20,  1885,  23  Stat.  L.,  283.    Vol.  1,  Supplement 


No.  of 


to  R.  8.,  2d  ed.,  471.    Vessel  schooner  Frietidahip,  William  Blanchard,  mast^.] 

Claimant. 

230.    Charles  F.  Adams,  administrator  of  Peter  C.  Brooks,  v  The  United  States. 
3328.     Daniel  W.  Waldron,  administrator  of  Jacob  Sheaf e,  v.  The  United  States. 
3517.    Charles  T.  Lovering,  administrator  of  Joseph  Taylor,  v.  The  United  States. 

Thomas  N.  Perkins,  administrator  of  John  0.  Jones,  v.  The  United  States. 

ArUiur  D.  Hill,  administrator  of  Benjamin  Homer,  v.  The  United  States. 

James  C.  Davis,  administrator  of  Cornelius  Durant,  v.  The  United  States. 

Frank  Dabney,  administrator  of  Samuel  \V.  Pomeroy,  v.  The  United  States. 

Geoiye  G.  King,  administrator  of  James  Scott,  v.  The  United  States. 

William  G.  Perry,  administrator  of  Nicholas  Gilman,  v.  The  United  States. 

PREUMINART   STATEMENT. 

These  cases  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  12th  day  of  March,  1907. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  William  T.  S.  Curtis  and  Theodore  J.  Pickett,  and 
the  United  States,  defendants,  by  the  Attorney-General,  through  his  assistant  in  the 
Department  of  Justice,  John  W.  Trainer,  esq.,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attomey- 
Q«iiendJ.A.yuiOndeL 


&GHOONEB    rBIENBSBIF* 


CONCLUSIONS   OF  7 ACT. 


e: 


The  courts  upon  the  evidence  and  after  hearing  the  ftmxm^nlH  and  c<3iiBi<Ieriiig  tlift  | 
Bftine  with  tlie  brief  a  of  counsel  on  each  side,  determine  the  fact^  tyo  be  ae  fuUows; 

I.  The  schooner  Friendship,  William  Blanchard^  master^  eatled  on  a  commercial  i 
voyape  November  11,  17M,  from  Ndrfolk,  Va.^  bound  to  Tobago  and  Trinidad.     While 

■eacefully  purauing  said  voyose  she  wa&  aeiaed  oa  the  high  fleas,  December  24,  17&9,  ' 
y  the  French  privateer  LeSoitrl,  Captain  Lafitte^  who  took  from  on  boaj^  tlie  Friend- 
ihip  her  roast  er^  supercargo,  and  three  of  lier  crew  and  carried  them  tyo  Bt.  Banholomewp 
where  they  were  li  Derated,  Vesae]  and  cargo  afterwards  condemned  Febr^jajy  8,  1800, 
by  t}\e  tribunal  of  prizes  sitting  at  Buaseterre,  Guadaloupe^  upos  grounds  which  do  not 
appear. 

II.  The  FHendsMp  was  a  duly  regiatored  vessel  of  the  United  States  of  101 H  tOM 
btuthen;  built  at  Kington,  Mass..  in  the  year  1792,  and  owned  by  William  Blanchard, 
Jeremiah  Stimeon*  and  Thomas  Cal lender,  each  one-third. 

III.  The  cargo  of  the  Friejidskip  at  the  time  of  capture  consLsted  of  lumbar^  biecuitt  \ 
and  grain,  and  was  owned  by  Latirie  d  TeUer,  of  Norfolk*  The  value  of  said  caigo  1 
does  not  appear. 

IV.  The  loesee  to  the  owners  of  vessel  and  toight  by  reason  of  said  seizure  and  coa^  j 
demnation  were  as  follo^^s: 

Value  of  vessel ,-....-....__. _. $3,  622.00  ' 

Freight  earaingiB ..,,. .,.    1,700.00 

Premiums  oi  insurance  paid ,__.._. 778.00 

Amounting  in  all  to.  <  - , , 6, 100. 00 

Deduct  insurance  received -,. - _.    6, 100.00 

V*  October  26^  1799 ^  Jeremiah  Stimson  and  Thomas  Callender  effected  in  the  office 
ci  Joseph  Taylor,  insiuance  broker,  of  Boston,  ineurance  on  two-thirds  of  the  vi 
and  freight  to  the  amount  of  ^  IKX)   paying  therefor  a  premium  of  10  per  cent,  said 
policy  being  undeirwritten  by  the  following- named  persons,  each  in  the  sum  set  oppo 
site  their  names  ^  vi2^ 

John  a  Jones..,.. , 1700.00 

Benjatnin  Homer - _,**.^._,,_ ,,  500.00 

Cornelius  Durant... -.,.--..- * .,.,.,,.,.*.<, 500. OOi 

Samuel  W.  Pomeroy . . . , 800.00 

James  Scott 500.00 

Nicholas  Gilman 500.00 

Jacob  Sheafe 500.00 

Thereafter  said  Joseph  Taylor,  as  agdnt,  duly  paid  the  said  assured  the  sum  of  $4,000, 
being  in  full  for  a  total  loss  on  said  policv  by  reason  of  the  premises. 

VI.  November  27, 1799,  George  Blancnard,  on  behalf  of  William  Blanchard,  effected 
in  the  office  of  Peter  G.  Brooks,  insurance  broker,  in  the  city  pf  Boston,  insurance  an 
one-third  of  vessel  and  freight  to  the  amount  of  |2,100,  paying  therefor  a  premium  of 
18  per  cent,  said  policy  being  underwritten  by  tJie  following-named  persons,  each  in 
the  sum  set  opposite  their  names,  respectively,  viz: 

William  Smith |1,100.0D 

Stephen  Gorham 500. 00 

Tutiiill  Hubbart 500.00 

Thereafter  said  Peter  G.  Brooks,  as  agent,  duly  paid  the  said  assured  the  sum  of 
$2^00,  being  in  full  for  a  total  loss  by  reason  of  the  premises. 

December  16,  1801,  William  Smith,  in  consideration  of  |3,715.50,  to  him  paid  by 
Peter  G.  Brooks,  and  the  assumption  by  the  said  Brooks  of  all  and  any  liabilities  and 
disadvantages  arising  from  his  underwriting  in  the  office  of  the  said  Brools,  assigned 
to  said  Brooks  all  his  right,  title,  and  interest  in  and  to  all  insurance  done  by  him  as 
an  underwriter  in  the  office  of  said  Brooks. 

April  4, 1808,  Tuthill  Hubbart,  in  consideration  of  |60,000,  to  him  paid  by  Peter  G. 
Brooks  and  the  assumption  by  the  said  Brooks  of  all  and  any  liabilities  and  disadvan- 
tages arising  from  his  underwriting  in  the  office  of  said  BrooKs,  assigned  to  said  Brooks 
all  his  right,  title^  and  interest  in  and  to  all  insurance  done  by  him  as  an  underwriter 
in  the  office  of  said  Brooks. 

November  21, 1801,  Stephen  Gorham,  in  consideration  of  $2,986.65,  to  him  paid  by 
Peter  G.  Brooks  and  the  assumption  by  the  said  Brooks  of  all  and  any  liabilities  and 
diaadvantages  arising  from  his  underwriting  in  the  office  of  the  said  Brooks,  assigned 
to  Mid  Brooks  all  his  ri«^t,  title,  and  interest  in  uid  to  all  insuiance  done  oy  him  as 
AD  underwriter  in  the  office  of  said  Brooks. 


said^ 

lO.Oofl 
K).00^ 

IO.00S 

10.00  ■ 
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Hie  claimants  have  produced  letters  of  administration  on  the  estates  of  the  parties 
for  whom  they  appear,  and  have  otherwise  proved  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  court 
that  the  persons  for  whose  estates  they  have  med  claims  are  in  fact  the  same  persons 
who  suff^^  loss  by  reason  of  the  seizure  and  condemnation  of  the  schooner  Frimdskipt 
as  set  forth  in  the  preceding  finding. 

Said  claims  were  not  emoraced  in  the  convention  between  the  United  States  and 
the  Republic  of  France  concluded  on  the  30th  of  April,  1803.  They  were  not  claims 
growing  out  of  the  acts  of  France  allowed  and  paid  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the 
provisions  of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States  and  Spain  concluded  on  the  22d 
of  February,  1819,  ana  were  not  allowed  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the  provisions  of 
the  treaty  hetween  the  United  States  and  France  of  the  4th  of  July,  1831. 

The  claimants,  in  their  representative  capacity,  are  the  owners  of  said  daimB, 
which  have  never  been  assigned  except  as  aforesaid. 

CONCLUSIONS  OF  LAW. 

The  court  decides,  as  conclusions  of  law,  that  said  seizure  and  condemnation  were 
illegal,  and  the  owners  and  insurers  had  valid  claims  of  indemnity  therefor  upon  the 
French  Grovemment  prior  to  the  ratification  of  the  convention  between  the  United 
States  and  the  French  Republic  concluded  on  the  30th  day  of  September,  1800;  that 
said  claims  were  relinquished  to  France  by  the  Grovemment  of  the  Uniteii  States  by 
said  treaty  in  part  consideration  of  the  relinquishment  of  certain  national  claims  of 
F^ruice  against  the  United  States;  and  that  the  claimants  are  entitled  to  the  following 
Buma  from  the  United  States: 

Charles  F.  Adams,  administrator  of  Peter  G.  Brooks,  two  thousand  one  hun- 
dred dollars 12,100 

Daniel  W.  Waldron,  administrator  of  Jacob  Sheaf e,  five  hundred  dollars 600 

Thomas  N.  Perkins,  administrator  of  John  C.  Jones,  seven  hundred  dollmn. ..  700 

Arthur  D.  Hill,  administrator  of  Benjamin  Homer,  five  hundred  dollars 500 

James  G.  Davis,  administrator  of  Cornelius  Durant,  five  hundred  dollars 500 

Frank  Dabney,  administrator  of  Samuel  W.  Pomeroy,  eight  hundred  dollars.  800 

Geoi^  G.  King,  administrator  of  James  Scott,  five  hundred  dollars 500 

William  G.  Perry,  administrator  of  Nicholas  Gilman,  five  hundred  dolhurs. . .  500 

Amounting  in  all  to  six  thousand  one  hundred  dollars 6, 100 

The  owners  of  the  vessel,  freight,  and  cargo  are  not  in  court. 

By  thb  Coubt. 
Ffled  March  18,  1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  6th  day  of  December,  A.  D.  1907. 

[sxAL.]  John  Randolph, 

Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Clinm$m 

o 


«0thCongbb88,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  (Document 
l9t  Session.      )  \   No.  307. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  SCHOONER  SWAN. 


LBTTEB  FBOM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  COTTBT  OF  CLAIMS 
TBANSMTTTING  A  COPY  OF  THE  CONCLUSIONS  OF  LAW  AND  OF 
FACT  IN  THE  FRENCH  SPOLIATION  CASES  RELATING  TO  THE 
VESSEL  SCHOONEB  SWAN,  SAMUEL  SHAW,  MASTEB. 


DscBMBSB  9, 1907.— Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 


CouBT  OP  Claims, 
WasMngton,  D,  (7.,  December  6,  1907. 
Sm:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit  here- 
with the  conclusions  of  fact  and  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January 
20,  1885.  in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed 
findings  by  the  court  relatmg  to  the  vessel  schooner  Swan^  Samuel 
3haw,  master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph. 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Coort  of  CUims.    French  spoliations.    Act  of  January  20,  1885;  23  Stat.  L.,  283.    Vol.  1,  Supplement 
to  R.  S.,  2d  ed..  471.    Vessel,  scbooner  Swan,  Samuel  Shaw,  master.] 

No.ol 
ease.  Claimant. 

2231.     Francis  M.  Boutwell,  administrator  of  Abraham  Touro,  v.  The  United  States. 

George  G.  King,  administrator  of  CroweU  Hatch,  v.  The  United  States. 

Morton  Princo,  administrator  of  James  Prince,  v.  The  UnittKl  States. 

William  P.  Dexter,  administrator  of  Samuel  Dexter,  v.  Ttio  United  States. 

Thomas  N.  Perkins,  administrator  of  John  C.  Jones,  v.  The  United  States. 
2884.    Mary  E.  Carter,  administratrix  of  Thomas  Carter,  v.  The  United  States. 

PRELIMINARY   STATEMENT. 

These  cases  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  12th  day  of  March^  1907. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  William  T.  S.  Curtis  and  Theodore  J.  Pickett, 
and  the  United  States,  defendants,  by  the  Attorney-General,  through  his  assistant 
in  the  Department  of  Justice,  John  W.  Trainer,  esq.,  with  whom  was  Assistant 
Attorney-General  J.  A.  Van  Orsdel. 

CONCLUSIONS   OF  FACT. 

Tlie  court,  upon  the  evidence  and  after  hearing  the  arguments  and  considering  the 
aame  with  ine  oriefs  of  counsel  on  each  side,  determine  the  facts  to  be  as  follows: 

L  The  schooner  Swan,  Samuel  Shaw,  master,  sailed  on  a  commercial  voyage  from 
SwmDS  laland  July  20,  1799,  bound  to  St.  Bartholomew.  While  peacefully  pursuing 
wid  TK^yage  she  was  seized  by  the  French  privateer  VEspoir  and  carried  to  Point-a- 


^  3CBOONSB  SWAJf. 

?)ftt^  (jhuulaliHipe.    0&  August  16,  1799,  aaid  veeBd  and  cugo  were  oondenmed  hv 
^  «4ll>uiMl  <ji  oouixuercd  aud  prizes  sitting  at  BaaBeCerre,  Guadaloape,  <m  the  foi- 

vhut  Lbc  iLeuinklity  oi  the  cargo  is  not  sufficiently  established. 
'  Ihai  lUc  p«u^^H;ri  carried  by  the  said  captain  is  not  in  conformity  with  the  treaty 

'•  'ChuL  ilic  captain  has  no  rdle  d'equipage." 

U.  The  :^huoncr  Swan  was  a  duly  rmstered  vessel  of  the  United  States  of  90f{ 
(yjAd  buiihcu;  built  at  Swans  Island,  Mass.,  in  the  year  1797,  and  owned  solely  lyy 
Jwtc'ph  Vtiucc,  li  citizen  of  the  United  States. 

Iti.  'Ihe  cargo  oi  the  Swan  at  the  time  of  seizure  consisted  of  lumber,  but  the  quan- 
Ulv  Mid  value  of  the  same  is  not  shown  by  the  evidence. 

IV .  The  value  ui  the  vessel  was  in  excess  of  $1,500,  for  which  insurance  was  effected 
ttuiwn  '.ui  suteJ  below. 

V  S^epiciaUr  6,  1799,  Joseph  Prince,  owner  of  the  vessel,  effected  insurance  <»i  the 
itjkiiic  iu  the  uthce  of  Abraham  Touro,  insurance  broker  of  Boston,  to  the  amount  of 
|i,500,  leaving  therefor  a  premiimi  of  25  per  cent,  said  policy  being  underwritten  by 
the  uJluw  Liig  persons,  eacn  in  the  sum  set  opposite  their  names,  respectively,  viz: 

Vivv^ell  Hatch 1500.00 

J"aiue<»  Piiuco 300. 00 

Saiuucl  l>exter 300.00 

JohixO.  Joues 400.00 

'Ihciealter  said  Abraham  Touro,  as  agent  for  the  underwriters,  paid  the  said  assured 
tkic  suiu  of  $1,500,  being  in  full  for  a  total  loss  on  said  pK)licy  by  reason  of  the  premises. 

Thi  chuiuauts  have  produced  letters  of  administration  on  tiie  estates  of  the  parties 
tuv  w  hum  they  appear,  and  have  otherwise  proved  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  court  that 
the  pcrdoua  for  whose  estates  they  have  filed  claims  are  in  fact  the  same  persons  who 
ttuffi'reil  loss  by  reason  of  the  seizure  and  condenmation  of  the  schooner  Swan,  as  set 
forth  iu  the  preceding  findings. 

^id  claims  were  not  embraced  in  the  convention  between  the  United  States  and 
the  Republic  of  France  concluded  on  the  30th  of  April,  1803.  They  were  not  claims 
k;rv>w  uig  out  of  the  acts  of  France  allowed  and  paid  m  whole  or  in  part  under  the  pro- 
vihioas  of  Uie  treaty  between  the  United  States  and  Spain  concluded  on  the  22a  of 
Ki'hruary,  1819,  ana  were  not  allowed  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the  provisions  of  the 
treaty  between  the  United  States  and  France  of  the  4th  of  July,  1831. 

The  claiiuaiits,  in  their  representative  caj^city,  are  the  owners  of  said  claims,  which 
have  never  been  assigned  except  as  aforesaid. 

CONCLUSIONS  OF  LAW. 

Tho  court  decides  as  conclusions  of  law  that  said  seizure  and  condemnation  were 
illegal,  and  the  owners  and  insurers  had  valid  claims  of  indemnity  therefor  upon  the 
b'lvuch  (lovcmment  prior  to  the  ratification  of  the  convention  between  the  United 
State.s  and  the  French  Republic,  concluded  on  the  30th  day  of  September,  1800; 
ihai  said  claims  were  relinquished  to  France  by  thi*  Goveniment  of  the  United  States 
bv  Maid  treaty  in  part  consideration  of  the  relinquishment  of  certain  national  claims 
oi  France  against  the  United  States;  and  that  the  claimants  are  entitled  to  the  follow- 
ing sums  from  the  United  States: 

(aH)rge  G.  King,  administrator  of  Crowell  Hatch,  five  hundred  dollars |500.  00 

Morton  Prince,  administrator  of  James  Prince,  three  hundred  dollars 300.00 

William  P.  Dexter,  administrator  of  Samuel  Dexter,  three  hundred  dollars. .  300. 00 

Thomas  N.  Perkins,  adminiistrator  of  John  C.  Jones,  four  hundred  dollars. .  400.  00 

Amounting  in  all  to  one  thousand  five  hundred  dollars 1.  500.  00 

Petition  No.  2SS4,  Mary  E.  Carter,  administratrix  of  Thomas  Carter,  is  dismissed, 
his  ownership  of  the  vessel  not  having  been  shown. 
The  owner  of  the  cargo  is  not  in  court. 

By  the  Court. 
Filed  March  18,  1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  Gth  day  of  December,  A.  D.  1907. 

[bb AL.j  John  Randolph. 

AssUtant  Clerk  Court  of  Clainu. 

o 


60rH  Congress,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  J  Document 
Ut  Session.      )  (   No.  308. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  SCHOONER  LEWIS. 


LBTTEB  FROM  THB  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  COUBT  OF  CLAIMS 
TBANSMTTTINO  A  COPY  OF  THE  CONCLUSIONS  OF  LAW  AND  OF 
FACT  IN  THB  FBENCH  SPOLIATION  CASES  BELATINO  TO  THB 
8CHOONEB  LEWIS,  OEOBOE  BOPES,  MASTEB. 


DscBXBBB  9, 1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 


Court  op  Claims, 
Wasliington,  D.  C,  December  7,  1907. 
Snt:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit 
herewith  the  conclusions  of  fact  and  of  law  filed  imder  the  act  of  Janu- 
ary 20,  1885,  in  the  French  spoUation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed 
findings  by  the  coiui;  relating  to  the  vessel  schooner  Lewis,  George 
Ropes,  master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  ClerJc  Court  of  Claims. 

Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


(Coart  of  CUimt.    French  spoliations.    Act  of  Januaxy  20,  1886.    1  Sup.  to  R  8.,  2d  ed.,  p.  47L 
Vessel  schooner  Lewi»,  George  Ropes,  master.] 

Ko.of 

Cam.  Claimants. 

3212.    John  N.  A.  Griswold,  trustee  of  the  United  Insurance  Company,  of  the  city  of 

New  York. 
651.    Harriet  E.  Sebor,  administratrix  de  bonis  jion  cum  testamento  annexo  of  the 
estate  of  Jacob  Sebor,  deceased. 

CONCLUSIONS  OF  FACT* 

These  cases  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  26th  day  of  January,  1892. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  Messrs.  Wm.  E.  Earle  and  James  Lowndes, 
and  the  United  States,  defendants,  by  the  Attorney-General,  through  his  assistants 
in  the  Department  of  Justice,  Alexander  C.  Moore  and  Charles  W.  Russell,  esqs., 
with  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney-General  John  B.  Cotton. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence  and  after  hearing  the  aimmients  and  considering 
■une  with  the  briefs  of  counsel  on  each  side,  determine  the  facts  to  be  as  follows: 

I.  That  the  schooner  Lewis,  a  duly  registered  vessel  of  the  United  States,  whereof 
one  George  Hopes  was  master  for  the  voyage,  and  owned  by  Henry  Cheriot  and  John 


8  SOHOOKlIlt  LKWI8. 

F,  Millet*  citizens  of  the  United  States,  ^iled  upon  »  commercial  voyage  iB  the 
month  of  July,  1799^  bound  from  the  port  of  New  York  to  St.  Thorofls,  laden  with  a 
caigo  of  rice,  tobacco,  soap»  corti,  etc,,  tbe  propejty  of  the  said  Henry  Cberiot  mod 
Jown  F.  Miller;  that  in  the  prosecntion  of  said  voyage  she  wa^  forcibly  seized  and 
captured  on  the  high  eeae*  on  or  about  Aug^M  12,  l799,  by  the  French  pri%^t©er 
Ita  Renominee,  C&pt.  FranciB  Maguet^  and  taken  into  the  bland  ol  Gujtdeloupe, 
and  there  both  vessel  and  cargo  were  libeled,  condemned,  and  sold  as  a  pri^e.  Tor 
the  beii«£t  of  the  captors,  apon  the  29th  of  August,  1799,  by  the  tribunal  of  com- 
merce, eatabliahed  and  silting  at  Biis5ot4?rre,  in  said  island, 

II.  The  reasons  aligned  by  the  tribunal  for  condemning  the  pit>perty  wer«  aa  lol- 
Iowb: 

The  tribunal  of  commerce  and  of  prizes  established  in  the  island  of  Guadeloupe, 
oitting  at  Baeeeterre,  in  the  mid  island,  at  itfi  ordinary  sitting  of  the  12th  Fructidor, 
the  7tli  year  of  the  French  Republic,  one  and  indivisiible: 

Having  iteen  the  proceedings  of  the  capture  of  the  Americaa  echooner  LturiM,  of  New 
York,  George  Ropes,  master,  made  the  25th  of  the  la^  month  by  the  privateer  La 
kaiiJ^mrtUi,  Captain  Francois  Ha^iet,  the  file  of  ins  tract  ions  made  tie  same  day  by  the 
citizen  LevEsseur,  dck^gated  by  the  particnlar  agent  of  the  executive  directory  to  the 
windward  ialands  in  the  inland  of  Saiut  Bartholemew  to  the  Swedish  Government,  one 
paper,  in  the  English  languajje,  translated  by  citizen  Menard,  sworn  interpreter^ 
annexed  to  the  midpaper  ixi  the  English  language,  which  attests  tlml  the  citizen  Ftanc^ifi 
Magnet  J  captain  of  the  aaid  privateer,  had  only  received  live  pieces  as  all  the  papers  ol 
the  aaid  schooner.  The  anaJyeia  of  the  papers  Iby  the  citizen  Menard,  sworn  interpreter 
annexed  to  the  English  ones,  which  papers,  wiUi  those  annexed,  have  been  deponbed 
in  the  court,  the  above-named  interpreter  prt^sent  at  the  hearing.  Having  heard  the 
pre^ident'e  report  and  the  requisition  of  the  commissary  of  the  executive  directofy, 
the  cause  was  ordered  for  trial. 

Con.Hidering  that  by  the  pieces  analyzed  and  the  documents  abt>ve  mentioned  tt  la 

not  eufficiently  proved  that  the  cargo  of  the  schooner  aforesaid  la  neuti^.  Inasmuch  as 

there  is  no  authentic  declaiatlon  nor  affidavit  to  make  known  the  proprielora  yf  the  mid 

caigo,  and  as  the  bUla  of  lading  joined  to  the  eaid  papers  make  no  metition  for  whuM 

riiccount  the  merchandise  of  the  eaid  car^p^o  were  shipped* 

[  Considering  that  the  r6U  d'i^qmpogt  which  the  ciiptain  of  the  said  v«fl»el  had  Is  not 
in  good  form*  such  as  is  pretKrribed  by  the  model  annexed  to  the  treaty  af  the  61h  Feb* 
niary,  1778,  as  the  plftce  of  birth  and  re^sidence  of  the  eup+_*rcarEo  and  p&SBtmgow  •!« 
not  stated .  I  n  anpl  y  ing,  1st ,  the  3d  articl  e  of  the  a  rresit  of  the  ex  ecu  live  a  irectijry  of  til0 
12th  Ventose,  5th  year,  so  worded:  "The  executive  directory  reminds  all  French  dti* 
Kena  that  the  treaty  paaaed  the  6tb  February,  1778,  between  France  and  the  Unit^ 
States  of  America  has  been,  as  to  the  term^  of  the  12th  article,  modified  in  fart  by  that 
which  has  been  passed  at  London,  the  19th  November  between  ih©  United  8iaie«  ol 
America  and  England,  In  consequence,  after  the  17th  article  ot  the  treaty  of  Lundini 
of  the  19th  November,  1794,  all  enemies'  mercbaiidi?-e  or  not  suiDciently  proved 
neutral,  shipped  under  the  American  f^ag,  ahall  be  confiscated;  but  the  vessel  on  boaid 
which  they  shall  be  found  shall  be  released  and  given  up  to  the  proprietota,  it  U  eu- 
joined,  &c." 

2d.  The  4th  article  of  the  above  arret  of  the  executive  directory  declares,  conform- 
ably to  the  law  of  the  14th  February,  1793,  the  dispositions  of  me  nilea  of  the  2l8t 
October.  1744.  and  of  the  25th  July,  1778,  concerning  tne  manner  of  stating  the  property 
of  vessels  ana  neutral  merchandises  shall  be  executed  according  to  their  form  and 
tenor.  In  consequence,  all  American  vessels  shall  be  eood  prize  which  have  not  on 
board  a  rdle  d'iouipage  in  proper  form,  such  as  is  prescribed  by  the  model  annexed  to 
the  treaty  of  6tn  I  ebruary,  1778,  of  which  the  execution  is  oixiained  by  the  25th  And 
27th  articles  of  the  same  treaty. 

The  tribunal,  doing  justice  to  the  requisition  of  the  commissary  of,  the  execnthra 
directory  declares  the  American  schooner  Lewis ^  her  tackle,  apparel,  and  cargo,  to  be 
good  prize,  and  orders  the  sale  in  the  usual  forms  to  the  profit  of  the  captors,  ownen, 
and  tnose  interested  in  the  said  privateer,  Jm  RenomrrUe,  mventory  of  the  whole  being 
first  made  in  presence  of  those  who  have  right.    Ordered,  Ac. 

Done  and  passed  at  the  said  tribunal  in  this  sitting,  at  which  assisted  the  ciUienB 
Antoine  Jean  Bennet,  president;  Thomas  Petit,  Antoine  £loi  Due,  judges;  and 
Louis  Christophe.  Blin  L'herminier,  secretarv;  the  said  day,  month,  and  year  signed 
in  the  records.    A.  Bennet,  pres.,  B.  Blin,  L\herminier,  g'ier. 


SCHOONER   LEWIS. 


in. 

Thecmigo 

was  as  follows: 

lUikB. 

NcDnbon. 

1  By  whom  shipped. 

Value. 

Sundries.. 

lto5 

Sundries.. 
....do 

70  and  71.. 
ItoS 

Twelve  tierces 

Rice 

Henry  Cheriot.... 

T.  F.  Longchamp. 
^Wm.  Broom 

Fivehhds    

Tobacco 1 

Thirty  eight  boxes 

Fifteen  hhds 

Soap ' 

Indian  meal 

Com ' 

Eighty-five  bushels 

Two  barrels 

Pe^js ' 

One  keg 

Herrings 

S2,b&0 

One  thousand 

Staves 1 

Nine       "       

Shingles 

Five  hundred 

Pine  boards 

Bluegineas 

Madrass  handkfs. . 

Merchandise 

Marble  slate 

Merchandise 

W.& 

Two  bales 

I  P 

Eighteen  pieces  Madrass . 
Three  boxes 

400 

D 

(One  case 

104 

\One  box 

Cargo.  3,384 
Vessel.  2,ie0 

Bonded. 


Seth  Swaskt. 


IV.  Upon  the  27th  day  of  June  and  the  1st  of  August,  1799,  the  aforesaid  owners 
caused  three  certain  policies  of  insurance  to  be  effected  for  their  account,  in  the  office 
of  the  United  Insurance  Company  of  the  city  of  New  York,  upon  said  vessel,  cargo, 
and  freight,  for  the  voyage  aforesaid,  amounting  in  the  am-egate  to  the  sum  of  $6,500. 
and  thereafter,  in  the  month  of  November,  1799,  the  said  company  paid  the  insured 
the  sum  of  $6,370,  being  the  amount  of  said  policies  less  2  per  cent,  as  and  for  a  total  loss. 

V.  That  no  assijpment  or  transfer  of  said  claim  has  ever  been  made,  or  any  indem- 
nity or  compensation  received  on  account  of  said  loss. 

VI.  That  petitioner,  John  N.  A.  Griswold,  is  the  duly  appointed  and  qualified 
trustee  of  the  United  Insurance  Company  of  the  city  of  New  York. 

VII.  Jacob  Sebor  made  an  insurance  of  $250  on  a  part  of  the  cargo  of  said  vessel, 
belonging  to  Lonechamp,  upon  which  the  said  Sebor  paid  the  sum  of  $245:  but  it  does 
not  appear  that  the  said  Longchamp  was  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  at  the  time  said 
insurance  was  made. 

Said  claims  were  not  embraced  in  the  convention  between  the  United  States  and  the 
Republic  of  France  concluded  on  the  30th  of  April,  1803.  They  were  not  claims  grow- 
ing out  of  the  acts  of  France  allowed  and  paid  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the  provisions  of 
the  treaty  between  the  United  States  and  Spain,  concluded  on  the  22d  of  February, 
1819,  and  were  not  allowed  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the  provisions  of  the  treaty  be- 
tween the  United  States  and  France  of  the  4th  of  July,  1 831. 

The  claimants,  in  their  representative  capacity,  are  the  owners  of  said  claim  which 
have  never  been  assigned  except  as  aforesaid. 

CONCLUSIONS   OF  LAW. 

The  court  decides,  as  conclusions  of  law,  that  said  seizure  and  condemnation  were 
illegal,  and  the  owners  and  insurers  had  valid  claims  of  indemnity  therefor  upon  the 
French  Government  prior  to  the  ratification  of  the  convention  between  the  United 
States  and  the  French  Republic,  concluded  on  the  30th  day  of  September,  1800;  that 
nid  claims  were  relinquished  to  France  by  the  Government  of  the  United  States  by 
nid  treaty  in  part  consideration  of  the  relinquishment  of  certain  national  claims  of 
France  andnst  the  United  States;  and  that  the  claimant  is  entitled  to  the  following  sum 
from  the  United  States: 

No.  3212.  John  N.  A.  Griswold,  trustee  of  the  United  Insurance  Company 
of  the  dty  of  New  York,  the  sum  of  five  thousand  five  hundred  and  forty 
dollars ^ $5,540.00 

No.  615.  Harriet  Sebor,  administratrix  d.  b.  n.  of  the  estate  of  Jacob  Sebor, 
deceased — not  proved. 

By  the  Court. 
Faed  February  8, 1892. 


A  true  copy: 

Test  this  6  day  of  December,  A.  D.  1907. 

[SBaL.] 


John  Randolph, 
AMsistarU  Clerk  Court  of  Clairm. 


H  I>-60-l— Vol  lo: 


-24 


eOTH  Congress,  )  HOUSE  OP  REPRESENTATIVES.  J  Document 

Ist  Semon.      \  1    No.  309. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  SLOOP  HONOR. 


LBTTEB  FBOM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  07  THE  COTTBT  OF  CLAIMS 
TBANSMITTINa  A  COPY  OF  THE  CONCLUSIONS  OF  LAW  AND  OF 
FACT  IN  THE  FBENCH  SPOLIATION  CASES  RELATING  TO  THE 
SLOOP  HONOB,  WILLIAM  KIMBALL,  MASTEB. 


DxGSMBBB  9, 1907.— Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 


Court  op  Claims, 
Washington  J  D.  C,  December  6,  1907. 
Sm:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Clauns,  I  transmit  here- 
with the  conclusions  of  fact  and  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January 
20, 1885,  in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  find- 
ings by  the  court  relating  to  the  sloop  /Zonor, William  Kimball,  master. 
I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


lOooit  of  Clalma.    French  spoliations.    Act  4>f  January  20, 1885;  23  Stat.  L.,  283.    Vol.  1,  Sapplement 

to  R.  8..  2d  ed..  471.    Sloop  Honor,  William  KimbaU.  master.] 
No.  of 


Claimant. 
300.    Charles  F.  Adams,  administrator  of  Peter  C.  Brooks,  v.  The  United  States. 

A.  Lawrence  Lowell,  administrator  of  Nathaniel  Fellowes,  v.  The  United 

States. 
George  G.  King,  administrator  of  James  Tisdale,  v.  The  United  States. 
Francis  M.  Boutwell,  administrator  of  Joseph  Cordis,  v.  The  United  States. 
1914.    George  G.  King,  administrator  of  Crowell  Hatch,  v.  The  United  States. 

PRELIMINARY  STATEMENT. 

Tliese  cases  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  12th  day  of  March,  1907. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  William  T.  S.  Curtis  and  Theodore  J.  Pickett, 
and  the  United  States,  defendants,  by  the  Attorney-General,  through  his  assistant  in 
the  Department  of  Justice,  John  W.  Trainer,  esq.,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attomey- 
Generai  J.  A.  Van  OrsdeL 

CONCLUSIONS  OP  PACT. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  hearing  the  arguments  and  considering  the 
nme  with  the  oriefs  of  counsel  on  each  side,  determine  the  facts  to  be  as  follows: 

I.  The  sloop  Honor  J  William  Kimball,  master,  sailed  on  a  commerical  voyage  on 
July  31, 1796,  from  New  London,  Conn.,  bound  to  Hispaniola.  While  peacefully  pur- 
ming  said  voyage  she  was  seized  on  the  high  seas  August  31, 1796,  by  the  French  pri- 


vateer  UAfkhidf,.  Ci-ptain  Chetard,  ^nd  carried  into  P^tit  Troii  arrd  ccmdetim^  on 
Pecember  31 »  17&6  (lllh  Nivftae,  year  5),  by  the  tribunal  of  prlzai  sitting  at  Cape 
i'Tancois,  on  the  following  ground : 

''That  the  vee&el  was  bound  to  the  port  of  Jeremle^  vhidi  had  been  declared  to  be  in 
astttie  of  ei*^ge/^ 

IL  Tlie  sloop  Honor  waa  a  duly  registered  %'eppel  of  the  United  Stat  en,  of  58  22/95 
tons  burthen,  built  in  Connecticut  in  the  year  17yi,  and  was  owned  solely  by  Joseph 
Howland,  a  citizen  of  the  tlnited  States. 

IIL  Tlie  cargo  of  the  ffonor  at  tho  time  of  eapture  coneiated  of  sheep,  hogs,  provi- 
done,  ehinglea,  and  hoope,  and  wm  owned  by  the  said  Joseph  Howland. 

IV.  The  value  of  the  vessel  was  in  eiceas  of  f  1  /200  and  the  cargo  in  exeeae  of  IS, 800, 
in  whirh  araounts,  respective  I  \%  ineurance  was  cfferted  thereon  ae  set  out  below. 

V.  August  3,  17%,  Joaeph  fiowland,  owner  tA  v(  «it.4  and  cargo,  effiH^t^d  insuiance 
on  said  veaael  and  cargo  in  the  eum  of  $4,000  (H.2t)0  on  vpssel  and  f2.J^O0  on  cargo) 
in  the  office  of  Petpr  C\  Brook f,  inmirance  broker,  iii  BiKhton.  paj'ing  tiu-'rifor  a  premium 
of  6  per  cent,  ssid  ptsliry  being  underwritten  by  tlip  fttUowing-nanied  pereoni,  each 
in  the  amount  Het  oppieite  tht  ir  namee,  respectively,  vijt; 

William  Smith.. ...- , ., ...-_,  |5W»  00 

Btejiheu  Gorliant. , . , , , . , .* . .,  500.  OD 

David  CJreene., - .- -..-. -,„.  600.00 

Nathaniia  Fflluwca.., ,._,.. <...,.,.*„ „..,... , 500.00 

Crowrll  natHY.....---..,.-.. 500.00 

John  BniKer ., 700.00 

Jamci  Tisdale..- - -. ,,,-,-.  400.00 

Joseph  Cordis.,. . ,  * 400. Oil 

Thereafter  ^id  Peter  0.  TlftTokft,  a«  agent,  duly  paid  the  mid  aeeured  the  auni  of 
$3,800,  ln'inga  1c>b«  U>  vm*\i  vt  (Le  aljKive*uanied  underwriters  of  95  per  cent  of  the  ainouQl 
jiubacri  brrd  b  y  ih  nm ,  re  ^jft  ft  i  v  r  I  y . 

Dficomher  HS,  IW^i,  William  Smith,  for  and  in  consideration  of  $:i. 715.50  to  him  psid 
by  pLt<T  r,  Br^xtkf*.  mnd  tlie  i*p#<innption  of  any  and  alt  liabilities  and  dij^nrlvanCAgoB 
aritting  fn^m  his  under writini^  in  Uie  ollice  of  Aatd  Brooks.  aasi^tHl  to  ssaid  Brooks  all 
hiji  Tijfht,  titlo,  and  iiitcrisftt  in  and  to  all  iupurauce  done  by  him  a;^  an  underwritf^r  in 
the  ^  I  nice  nf  aoid  Ormika. 

November  21,  1901,  Stephen  Gorham,  for  and  in  ccmai deration  of  |2,&S6.65  to  hiai 
paid  by  Peter  C.  Brooka,  and  the  aesumption  by  gaid  Bnxtks  of  any  and  al)  liabilitiw 
and  di>iad%ania|reji  arisinji  from  hb  tmderwriting  in  the  ojltce  of  aaid  Brooka,  afu^ignfd 
to  said  Brooks  all  hia  right,  title,  and  intf^rt^t  in  and  to  all  insurance  done  by  hini  as 
an  underwriter  in  the  office  of  ?aid  Broijks, 

Dornniber  23,  ISOl,  David  Greene,  for  and  in  coneideratif^n  of  $6,000  to  him  p^d 
by  Pc'tcr  C.  Brooks,  and  the  a^umption  of  tmy  and  all  liabilities  and  di^adviaitagM 
aneing  from  hb  underwriting  in  the  office  of  said  Brooks,  aeei^ed  to  said  Brrx^ke  all 
hifi  right,  title,  and  inten*f!!t  ui  and  to  all  insurance  done  by  hiui  as  an  underwriter  in 
the  Ollice  of  aaid  Bnii^^ke. 

September  4,  1804,  John  Brazer,  for  and  in  consideration  of  $5,708.85,  to  him  paid 
by  Peter  C.  Brooks,  and  the  assumption  by  the  said  Brooks  of  all  and  any  liabilities 
and  disadvantages  arising  from  his  underwriting  in  the  office  of  said  Brooks,  assigned 
to  said  Brooks  ^1  his  right,  title,  and  interest  in  and  to  all  insurance  done  by  him  aa 
an  underwriter  in  the  office  of  said  Brooka. 

The  claimants  have  produced  letters  of  administration  on  the  estates  of  the  parties 
for  whom  they  appear,  and  have  otherwise  proved  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  court  that 
the  persons  for  whose  estates  they  have  filed  claims  are  in  fact  the  same  persons  who 
suffered  loss  by  reason  of  the  seizure  and  condenmation  of  the  sloop  Honor,  as  set  forth 
in  the  preceding  findings. 

Said  daims  were  not  embraced  in  the  convention  between  the  United  States  and 
the  Republic  of  France  concluded  on  the  30th  of  April,  1803.  They  were  not  claims 
growing  out  of  the  acts  of  France  allowed  and  paid  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the  pro- 
visions of  the  treatv  between  the  United  States  and  Spain  concluded  on  the  22a  oC 
Febniary,  1819,  ana  were  not  allowed  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the  piovisioDS  of  the 
treaty  between  the  United  States  and  France  of  the  4th  of  July,  1S31. 

The  claimants,  in  their  representative  capacity,  are  the  owners  of  said  claims,  which 
have  never  been  assigned  except  as  aforesaid. 

CONCLUSIONS  or  ULW. 

The  court  decides  as  conclusions  of  law  that  said  seisore  and  coBdemiMition  wwa 
illegal,  and  the  owners  and  insurers  had  valid  claims  oi  indemnity  therefor  upoo  the 
French  Government  prior  to  the  ratification  of  the  convention  betweoi  the  TJmtad 


I 


i:j 


^ 


SLOOP  HONOB.  8 

States  and  the  French  Repiiblio.  roncluded  on  the  30th  day  of  September,  1800; 
that  said  claims  were  relinquished  to  France  by  the  Government  of  the  United  States 
bv  said  treaty  in  part  consideration  of  the  relinquishment  of  certain  national  daims 
of  France  against  the  United  States,  and  that  the  claimants  are  entitled  to  the  follow- 
ing sums  from  the  United  States: 

Charles  F.  Adams,  administrator  of  Peter  G.  Brooks,  two  thousand  and 
ninety  dollars 12,090.00 

A.  Lawrence  Lowell,  administrator  of  Nathaniel  Fellowes,  four  hundred 
and  seventy-five  dollars 475. 00 

George  G.  King,  administrator  of  James  Tisdale,  three  hundred  and  eighty 
dollars 380.00 

Francis  M.  Boutwell,  administrator  of  Joseph  Cordis,  three  hundred  and 
eighty  dollars 380.00 

George  G.  King,  administrator  of  Crowell  Hatch,  four  hundred  and  seventy- 
five  dollars 475.00 


Amounting  in  all  to  three  thousand  eight  hundred  dollars 3, 800  00 

The  owners  of  the  vessel,  cargo,  and  freight  are  not  in  court. 

By  the  ijoubt. 
FUed  March  18, 1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  6th  day  of  December,  A.  D.  1907. 

£8BAL.]  John  Randolph, 

AiiUtarU  Clerk  Court  of  Ckdms. 
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60th Congress,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  (Document 
Ist  Session.      \  \   No.  310. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  SLOOP  FARMER. 


LBTTBB  FBOM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  COTTBT  OF  CLAIMS 
T&ANSMITTINa  A  COPY  OF  THE  CONCLUSIONS  OF  LAW  AND  OF 
FACT  IN  THE  FRENCH  SPOLIATION  CASES  RELATING  TO  THE 
SLOOP  FABMEB,  JOHN  GROW,  MASTER. 


Dbcbmbbb  9, 1907.— Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 


CouBT  OP  Claims, 
Washington,  D.  C,  December  7,  1907. 
Sib:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit  here- 
with the  conclusions  of  fact  and  of  law  filed  imder  the  act  of  JanuaiT 
20,  1886,  in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  find- 
ings by  the  coiut  relating  to  the  vessel  sloop  Farmer,  John  Grow, 
master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Cleric  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


fOoort  of  ClAlms.    French  spoliations.    Act  of  January  20, 1885;  23  Stat.  L..  283.   Vol.  1,  Supple- 
ment to  B.  S.,  2d  ed..  471.    Vessel  sloop  Farmer,  John  Grow,  master.] 

Mo.  of 


Claimant. 
24S9.    Francis  M.  Boutwell,  administrator  of  Benjamin  Cobb,  v.  The  United  States. 

Nathan  Matthews,  jr.,  administrator  of  Daniel  Sargent,  v.  The  United  States. 
2997.    Francis  M.  Boutwell,  administrator  of  William  Marshall,  jr.,  v.  The  United 

States. 
3512.    Charles  T.  Lovering,  administrator  of  Joseph  Taylor,  v.  The  United  States. 

William  G.  Perry,  administrator  of  Nicholas  Oilman,  v.  The  United  States. 

Thomas  N.  Perkins,  administrator  of  John  C.  Jones,  v.  The  United  States. 

Frsjik  Dabney,  administrator  of  Samuel  W.  Pomeroy,  v.  The  United  States. 

James  C.  Davis,  administrator  of  Cornelius  Durant,  v.  The  United  States. 

Arthur  D.  Hill,  administrator  of  Benjamin  Homer,  v.  The  United  States. 

Geor^  G.  Ring,  administrator  of  James  Scott,  v.  The  United  States. 

William  Ropes  Trask,  administrator  of  Thomas  Amory,  v.  The  United  States. 

Ghailes  K.  Cobb,  administrator  of  Stephen  Codman,  v.  The  United  States. 


9L00P   FABMER, 


tRBIlMIN Al? Y   STATEM  K NT. 


Thette  ffiBep  wprp  triwl  befof^  the  Conrt  of  Claims  on  the  13th  ^^y^^  Mttrt^h,  1 WT. 

The  rkinintits  \^(?re  reprcflented  hy  WiUiam  T.  S.'  Curtis  and  Theodore  J.  Pickett, 
esqrs.,  and  the  United  States,  defentlants,  by  the  Attorne^f-Genetal,  thmu^h  his 
ftflffifltani  in  the  Department  of  Jnetice,  John  W.  Trainer,  esq. ,  with  whom  waa  AssistAOt 
Attorney-General  J,  A.  Van  OradeL 

COKCLUSlOKi   OF   FACT. 

The  courts  upon  the  eivideiice  and  after  heanng  the  argumenta  and  consid&ripg  the 
■ame  with  the  briefe  of  cotuieel  on  each  iide^  determine  the  fa^ia  to  be  afi  fallows: 

L  Tht^  Bliiop  Farmer,  John  Grow,  master,  sailed  on  a  commertial  voyag<*  January  12, 
ISOO.  bound  from  Boiton  to  Trinidad.  While  peacefully  purauing  «aid  voyage  she 
was  Bt^i^ed  on  the  high  aeaa  Ivy  the  FVench  privateer  Bijotix,  Captain  Dupuy,  and 
carried  to  Gviuflwlaupe,  whert^  both  v^^sael  and  cargo  were  afterwards  condemn€^d  by 
the  priise  court  sitting  at  Baes^'terre  in  said  i^^l^ind,  and  tht^rt^by  became  a  total  loeit  to 
the  owners  thereof.  The  gn>unfi8  uf  condemnation  do  not  appear^  but  the  examin^tioti 
of  the  mastf  r  and  anperearco  rf  the  Farvur  by  the  Prench  authorities  show  that  »ho 
had  violated  none  if  her  obligations  i^f  neutrality,  that  she  was  bound  on  a  commt^rcial 
voyage,  and  that  she  carried  a  rargo  no  part  of  which  wbb  contraband*  and  that  the 
VfJMel  and  cargo  were  the  property  of  an  American  driven  and  tliat  no  pajH^iv  were 
thrown  into  the  sra  or  hidden  on  board. 

The  report  of  the  prize  waater  uf  t  he  privateer  ahows  that  no  rt  si  stance  to  st^arch  waa 
made  and  that  the  Former  came  to  immediately  at  the  suminfms  of  the  privateer. 

The  atialyeie  of  the  Farmer' it  papers  by  the  French  authorities  shuwi  that  she  carrked 
a  register,  sea  letter  or  passpi^prt,  agreement  with  the  crew  (aliippinf  list),  invoice  of 
the  cargo,  ctTtilicate  of  clearance  fa>m,  the  custom -house  at  BoBton  and  Charleston. 

The  v^ask^l  was  carried  into  Guadaloupe  on  the  t6th  day  of  February ,  ISOO,  wherte 
the  master  reinained  until  the  16th  day  of  March,  when  he  went  to  the  island  of  St. 
Thomas,  arrivinc;  there  on  March  19.  Tr.  appeara  from  the  report  of  Sijmorville  P,  Turk 
thai  aaid  vcasol  was  condemned,  but  a  oipy  of  the  condemnation  is  not  produced- 

ir.  The  Fanner  was  a  duly  registered  vessel  of  the  United  Stales  of  76  tons  burth^m, 
btLill  iu  iht'  StaU^  of  Connect i cut  in  the  year  1791,  and  owned  sriely  by  WUliani 
MfH>h:dL  jr.,  and  Benjamin  Hooper,  lx»th  citizens  of  the  United  SiaU^. 

III.  The  cargo  of  the  Farmer  at  the  time  of  seiaure  consisted  ol  lrt>ef,  bacun,  hmX^ 
flour,  tol)acco,  gin.  rice,  hame,  butter*  salmou,  biscuit*  ehingioB,  bwd«|  wine,  stftvt% 
h^ojM]  soapt  and  plank*  and  was  the  property  of  WiUian^  Mamb^Ut  K« 

IV.  The  lckt«s  to  William  Marsihall,  jr..  by  reae<>n  of  the  set/^uit^  ana  condemnatloD  of 
the  Fartfi^tr  wa.^  as  followe: 

VnlUe  ui  Jio  cn.^|(v ^,  o^.  67 

One-half  value  of  veflsel 1, 646. 00 

One-haM  freij^ht  earnings d60. 00 

Premiums  of  insurance  (on  actual  value  of  vessel,  etc.) 1, 027. 75 

Amounting  in  all  to 8, 918. 32 

Deduct  insurance  received 6,600.00 

Net  loss 2,418.S2 

V.  January  14,  1800,  said  William  Marshall,  jr.,  effected  in  the  office  of  Joaepli 
Taylor  insurance  on  said  vessel  and  cargo  in  the  sum  of  $6,500  ($2,000  on  vessel  and 
$4,500  on  car^),  paying  therefor  a  premium  of  17  per  cent,  by  a  policy  underwritten 
bv  the  following  persons,  who,  as  far  as  they  have  appeared  in  this  court,  werecitisens 
of  the  United  States,  each  in  the  sum  set  opposite  their  names,  respectively: 

Benjamin  Cobb $500.00 

Ebenezer  Francis 600. 00 

Nicholas  Oilman 1. 000. 00 

Leech  &  Hilton , 900.00 

Daniel  Sargent 600. 00 

John  C.  Jones 600. 00 

Samuel  W.  Pomeroy 600. 00 

Cornelius  Durant 600.00 

Benjamin  Homer 600. 00 

Thomas  Amory 700. 00 

James  Scott 600.00 

Stephen  Codman 600. 00 
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ThevMfter,  Joseph  Tavlor,  as  agent,  duly  paid  the  said  assured  the  sum  of  $6,500. 
being  in  full  for  a  total  loss  by  reason  of  the  premises,  but  the  one-half  of  the  vessel 
•0  insured  herein  being  only  of  the  value  of  $1,545,  there  was  an  overinsurance  on 
the  same  to  the  amount  of  $455.  The  losses  to  said  underwriters  on  this  policy  were 
therefore  as  follows: 

Benjamin  Cobb $465.00 

Ebenezer  Francis 465.00 

Nicholas  Oilman 930.00 

Leech  A  Hilton 279.00 

Daniel  Sargent 465.00 

John  C.Jones 465.00 

Samuel  W.  Pomeroy 465.00 

Cornelius  Durant 465.00 

Benjamin  Homer 465. 00 

Thomas  Amory 651.00 

James  Scott 465.00 

Stephen  Codman , 465.00 

The  claimants  have  produced  letters  of  administration  on  the  estates  of  the  parties 
for  whom  they  appear,  and  have  otherwise  proved  to  the  Ratisfaction  of  the  court  that 
the  persons  for  whose  estates  they  have  filed  claims  are  in  fact  the  same  persons  who 
■uffered  loss  by  reason  of  the  seizure  and  condemnation  of  the  sloop  Farmer,  as  set 
forth  in  the  preceding  finding. 

Said  claims  were  not  embraced  in  the  convention  between  the  United  States 
and  the  Republic  of  France,  concluded  on  the  30th  of  April,  1803.  They  were  not 
claims  growing  out  of  the  acts  of  France  allowed  and  paid  in  whole  or  in  part  under 
the  provisions  of  the  treatv  between  the  United  States  and  Spain,  concluded  on  the 
72A  of  February,  1819,  and  were  not  allowed  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the  provisions 
isof  the  treaty  between  the  United  States  and  France  of  the  4th  of  July,  1831. 

The  claimants,  in  their  representative  capacity,  are  the  owners  of  said  claims, 
which  have  never  been  assigned  except  as  aforesaid. 

CONCLUSIONS   OP  LAW. 

The  court  decides,  as  conclusions  of  law,  that  said  seizure  and  condemnation  were 
illegal,  and  the  owners  and  insurers  had  valid  claims  of  indemnity  therefor  upon  the 
French  Government  prior  to  the  ratification  of  the  convention  between  the  United 
States  and  the  Frencn  Republic,  concluded  on  the  30th  day  of  September,  1800; 
that  said  claims  were  relinquished  to  France  by  the  Government  of  the  United  States 
bv  said  treaty  in  part  consideration  of  the  relinouishment  of  certain  national  claims 
of  Fiance  against  the  United  States;  and  that  tne  claimants  are  entitled  to  the  fol- 
lowing sums  from  the  United  States: 

Francis  M.  Boutwell,  administrator  of  William  Marshall,  jr.,  two  thousand 
four  hundred  and  eighteen  dollars  and  thirty-two  cents |2, 418. 32 

Francis  M.  Boutwell,  administrator  of  Benjamin  Cobb,  four  hundred  and 
sixty-five  dollars 465. 00 

William  G.  Perry,  administrator  of  Nicholas  Gilman,  nine  hundred  and 

thirty  dollars 930. 00 

Kathan  Matthews,  jr.,  administrator  of  Daniel  Sargent,  four  hundred  and 
sixty-five  dollars 465. 00 

Thomas  N.  Perkins,  administrator  of  John  C.  Jones,  four  hundred  and  sixty- 
five  dollars 465. 00 

Frank  Dabney,  administrator  of  Samuel  W.  Pomeroy,  four  hundred  and 
sixty-five  dollars 465.00 

James  C.  Davis,  administrator  of  Cornelius  Durant,  four  hundred  and  sixty- 
five  dollars 465. 00 

Arthur  D.  Hill,  administrator  of  Benjamin  Homer,  four  hundred  and  sixty- 
five  dollars 465.00 

William  R.  Trask,  administrator  of  Thomas  Amory,  six  hundred  and  fifty- 
one  dollara 65 1 .  00 

Geoive  G.  King,  administrator  of  James  Scott,  four  hundred  and  sixty-five 
doUars 465.00 

Qukries  K.  Cobb,  administrator  of  Stephen  Codman,  four  hundred  and 
■ixty-five  dollars 465.00 

Amounting  in  all  to  seven  thousand  seven  hundred  and  nineteen 
dollan  and  thirty-two  cents 7, 719. 32 


SlMfP  7AB1IBB, 


IRmadsviid  Xeodi'^i  HHtoli,  underwriteT?  on  tlie  policy  d  ioBtiTBnce 
i/Miiotinanirt 

rT.  Loirniiigy  adlBdiiiftalor  of  Josaph  Taylor,  hss  proved  no  valid  claim 
atilier  tlMn  for  tiiOMrwoo  undrnwiote  the  insurance  in  esdd  T&ylor's  office,  as  bereia;^ 
bdkxe  set  fofth* 
'    Banjamin  Hdaper^  iSt»  other  half  oimer  q£  tlie  vemel  &nd  frciglitf  ia  not  in  cou 

Bt  thb  Coua 

filed  April  1,1907. 


nexeuh* 


Atme 
TMthls 


day  of  December,  1907. 


Jovn 


J 


60th Congress,  I   HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  (Document 

1st  Session.      J  1   No.  311. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  SHIP  SARAH. 


LBTTBB  FROM  THE  ASSISTANT  OLEBK  OF  THE  COTTBT  OF  CLAIMS 
TBANSMITTINa  A  COPY  OF  THE  CONCLUSIONS  OF  LAW  AND  OF 
FACT  IN  THE  FRENCH  SPOLIATION  CASES  RELATING  TO  THE 
VESSEL  SHIP  SARAH,  JAMES  BRECK,  MASTER. 


Dbcbmbsb  9, 1907. — ^Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 


CouBT  OP  Claims, 
Wdshington,  D.  C,  December  ff,  1907. 
Sib:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit  here- 
with the  conclusions  of  fact  and  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January 
20,  1885,  in  the  French  spoUation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed 
findings  by  the  court  relating  to  the  vessel  ship  Sarah,  James  Br«ck, 
master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Cleric  Court  of  Chims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  (he  House  of  Representatives. 


lOomt  of  Claimi.    French  spoUations.    Act  of  January  20, 1885;  23  Stat.  L.,  283.    Vol.  1,  Supplement 
to  B.  S.,  2d  ed.,  471.    Vessel  ship  Sarah,  James  Breck,  master.] 


Claimant. 
934.    Brooks  Adams,  administrator  of  Peter  G.  Brooks,  v.  The  United  States. 

Thomas  N.  Perkins,  administrator  of  John  C.  Jones,  v.  The  United  States. 

Francis  M.  Boutwell,  administrator  of  Benjamin  Cobb,  v.  The  United  States. 

James  S.  English,  administrator  of  Thomas  English,  v.  The  United  States. 

Arthur  P.  Gushing,  administrator  of  Marston  Watson,  v.  The  United  States. 

Walter  Hunnewell,  administrator  of  John  Welles,  v.  The  United  States. 

Morton  Prince,  administrator  of  James  Prince,  v.  The  United  States. 

Gordon  Dexter,  administrator  of  Samuel  Dexter,  v.  The  United  States. 
8346.     Nathan  Matthews,  jr.,  administrator  of  Daniel  Sargent,  v.  The  United  States. 

Daniel  W.  Waldron.  administrator  of  Jacob  Sheafe,  v.  The  United  States. 
8651.    Charles  K.  Cobb,  aaminietrator  of  Stephen  Codman,  v.  The  United  States. 

Geoiige  G.  King,  administrator  of  James  Scott,  v.  The  United  States. 

Edward  I.  Browne,  administrator  of  Israel  Thomdike,  v.  The  United  States. 

Arthur  D.  Hill,  administrator  of  Benjamin  Homer,  v.  The  United  States. 

Henry  W.  Edes,  administrator  of  John  May,  v.  The  United  States. 

John  O.  Shaw,  administrator  of  Josiah  Knapp,  v.  The  United  States. 

William  Ropes  Trask,  administrator  of  Thomas  Amory,  v.  The  United  States. 

H.  Burr  Crandall,  administrator  of  Thomas  Gushing,  v.  The  United  States. 

Jonathan  I.  Bowditch,  administrator  of  Benjamin  Pickman,  v.  The  United 
States. 

Arthur  T.  Lyman,  administrator  of  Theodore  Lyman,  v.  The  United  States. 

Charles  K.  Cobb,  administrator  of  John  Codman,  v.  The  United  States. 

William  G.  Perry,  administrator  of  Nicholas  Gilman,  v.  The  United  States. 

Elisha  Whitney,  administrator  of  Thomas  Stephens,  survivor  of  the  firm  of 
John  and  Thomas  Stephens,  v.  The  United  States. 

John  Lowell,  administrator  of  Tuthill  Hubbart,  v.  The  United  States. 

F^rank  Dabney,  administrator  of  Samuel  W.  Pomeroy,  v.  The  United  States. 

W.  Rodman  Peabody,  administrator  of  Daniel  D.  Rogers,  v.  The  United  States. 


D.  i>iiJUB.  ineoaoTv  J.  Fickeitl^  And 
fend&nts  by  the  Aiin(nie7*G«Q6r»l, 
Jctlm  W   Trainer,  ^q.,  with  wboto 


OOHCLUBIOBfS  OF   rAGT, 


The  court,  upon  the  evidence  and  after  heuing  the  amiiiieuts  and  conndering  the 
iftiue  with  the  Diiefs  of  couAsel  on  e^ch  M^.  deternilne  the  lacts  tc»  be  as  follows: 

I.  The  Bhip  Sarah,  wherecki  Joeepb  BreL-k  was  mhster^  sailed  on  a  conLinercift]  moym^ 
from  Norfolk,  Va.,  AuguM  24.  1799^  bound  for  London,  Euglatid.  \\bile  peicmdiy 
puiauing  ^Edd  voyage  the  Sijroh  wis  H^izedoti  the  hi^h  s^s  on  the  17th  day  of  Odobaf, 
following  by  the  French  privateer  Vengeance,  Captain  Graadideau.  and  a  prize  mm$m 
sod  crew  placed  on  board  with  inFtTuctions  to  coiKJluct  her  to  Frauce.  While  io  the 
pomeantm  dt  the  French  the  Sarah  wo^  robbed  of  some  hfiitsiers,  coile  of  tope,  a  top* 
mast,  medicine  chost^  and  sundry  port  ions  of  tobacco,  the  la^  romposing  »  past  of  ber 
cfliio. 

On  ihe  22d  day  of  aaid  month  of  October  the  Sarah  was  retaken  from  the  Ftench  by 
the  British  @bip  nf  war  Cttmbrian,  under  the  command  oi  the  Hon.  Arthur  Have  Ijcfgt, 
and  ctirithMi'ted  to  Plymouth,  in  England » and  said  ve^^el  condemneil  by  ttte  BnXll 
admiralty  court  to  pay  a  salvage  of  one-eighth  exclusive  of  costa  and  cha2^g«B. 

I I .  The  Siirah  waa  a  duly  registered  veieel  of  the  United  Statee.  of  310  tana  bufthMi. 
built  ill  the  State  of  Maisachti«eLt9  in  the  year  17^5.  and  owned  solely  by  Joeefili  JUix^ 
tail   ir.,  and  pji trick  Jeffrey,  cilbene  of  the  United  Stat^  re^oding  in  Bostim^ 

IIL  The  cargo  uf  ttie  Sarah  comtii^tefi  of  tobacco  and  staves,  but  it  doaa  not  appear 
who  were  the  owners  tl^ereof.  nor  virbat  was  the  value  of  the  a!kme. 

IV,  Aupuflt  9,  1799^  said  Patrick  Jeffrey  and  Joseph  Htiasell  effected  inmirantf  on 
eaid  veeeel  in  the  office  of  Peter  C.  Brooks,  insurance  broker,  in  the  sum  of  $T2.00U, 
paying  therefor  a  premium  of  U  per  cent  by  a  policy  underwritten  by  ibe  fcilowitiu 
pcraun«i,  all  of  whom  irere  citlzena  of  the  United  States^  each  in  the  sum  fet  oppoolti* 
nil  uame,  viz: 


Mun  C.  Jones $1,000 


Oondius  Duiant. 
D^itliill  Hubbut. 
JtariMHUiGbbb.. 

WJIHOTa-flmHh. 


I 


Maraton  Wat»on fUOOa 

Boiijamin  Buawy.w.,.,.,^ ---,.»,  1,000 

Samuel  W,  Pomeroy , l.OOti 

John  Wellt^ „..,  OOtl 

Jamee  Prince,.... .,  |0Q 

Samuel  Dexter «.....*•,.•  500 

_^r*^Tibfm  *  -  ^rlrt^i' T  Of*'* 

Thereafter  aaid  Brooka,  as  agent,  duly  paid  the  eaid  aaaured  the  sum  of  |2yQIS.60 
aa  and  for  a  loas  arising  by  reason  of  the  premisea.  the  same  bein^  a  loaa  to  mdi  of  nid 
trnderwrxters  of  16.78  per  cent  of  the  amount  unaerwritten  by  him. 

September  9,  1799,  said  Patrick  Jefirev  and  Joseph  Russell  effected  inaoimnce  oo 
the  freight  of  said  vessel  in  the  office  of  Joseph  Taylor,  insurance  broker^  in  the  anm 
of  112,000,  paying  tiKTofor  a  premium  of  9  per  cent,  by  a  policy  underwritten  by  the 
following  persons,  all  of  whom  were  citizens  of  the  United  States,  each  in  the  sum  aK 
opposite  his  name,  viz: 

Stephen  Codman $500 

James  Scott 500 

Daniel  Sargent 700 

Israel  Thomdike 500 

Benjamin  Homer 500 

John  C.  Jones 500 

John  May 500 

Joeiah  Knapp 500 

ThomaH  Amory 1, 000 

ThomapCuflhing 400 


Benjamin  Pickman 9500 

Theodore  Lyman 500 

John  Codman 1«IMX> 

Nicholas  Oilman 1«000 

Jacob  SheEde 500 

John  &  Thomas  Stephens QOO 

Tuthill  Hubbart 500 

Samuel  W.  Pomeroy 1, 000 

Daniel  D.  Bogen 800 


Thereafter  said  Taylor,  as  agent,  duly  paid  the  said  assured  the  sum  oi  fl,092,  as  and 
for  a  loss  arising  by  reason  of  the  premises,  the  same  being  a  lo«  to  each  of  aaid  under- 
writers of  16.60'per  cent  of  the  amount  underwritten  by  him. 

V.  After  said  payment,  to  wit,  April  4, 1806^  the  administrator  of  Tuthill  Hoblian, 
for  and  in  consideration  of  $60,000,  to  them  paid  by  Peter  C.  Bvooka,  and  the  aflomp- 
tion  of  all  responsibility  of  said  Hubbart  aa  an  underwriter  in  the  ofiBce  of  aaid  Biook% 
assigned  t<^said  Brooks  all  the  interest  of  said  Hubbart  in  said  businesa. 


SHIP  SARAH.  8 

After  said  payment,  to  wit,  January  7, 1804,  for  and  in  consideration  of  $181.70  and 
the  asmimption  of  all  responsibility  of  Cornelius  Durant  as  an  underwriter  in  the  office 
of  said  Brooks,  the  said  Durant  assigned  to  the  said  Brooks  all  his  interest  in  said 
business. 

After  said  payment,  to  wit,  February  8,  1802,  for  and  in  consideration  of  $3,000  and 
the  assumption  of  all  responsibility  of  John  McLean  as  an  underwriter  in  the  office  of 
Peter  C.  Brooks,  Isaiah  Knapp,  executor^  etc.,  of  John  McLeein,  assigned  to  said 
Brooks  all  the  interest  of  said  SlcLean  in  said  business. 

After  said  payment,  to  wit,  December  16,  1801,  for  and  in  consideration  of  $3,715.50 
and  the  assumption  of  all  responsibility  of  William  Smith  as  an  underwriter  in  the 
office  of  said  Brooks,  said  Smith  assigned  to  said  Brooks  all  his  interest  in  said  business. 

After  said  payment,  to  wit,  February  15,  1805,  for  and  in  consideration  of  $10,000 
and  the  assumption  of  all  responsibility  of  Benjamin  Bussey  as  an  underwriter  in  the 
office  of  said  Brooks,  said  Bussey  assigned  to  said  Brooks  all  his  interest  in  said  business. 

After  said  payment,  to  wit,  February  7,  1804,  for  and  in  consideration  of  $4,900  and 
the  assumption  of  all  responsibility  of  S.  W.  Pomeroy  as  an  underwriter  in  the  office 
of  aaid  Brooks,  said  Pomeroy  assigned  to  said  Brooks  all  his  interest  in  said  business. 

After  said  payment,  to  wit,  November  21, 1801,  for  and  in  consideration  of  $2,986.05 
mud  the  assumption  of  all  responsibility  of  Stephen  Gorham  as  an  underwriter  in  the 
office  of  said  Brooks,  said  Gornam  assigned  to  said  Brooks  all  his  interest  in  said  busi- 
BesB. 

The  claimants  have  produced  letters  of  administration  on  the  estates  of  the  parties 
lor  whom  they  appear,  and  have  otherwise  proved  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  court  that 
the  persons  for  whose  estates  they  have  filed  claims  are  in  fact  the  same  persons  who 
suffered  loss  by  reason  of  the  seizure  and  condemnation  of  the  ship  Scnrah  as  set  forth 
in  the  preceding  findings. 

Said  claims  were  not  embraced  in  the  convention  between  the  United  States  and 
the  Republic  of  France  conchided  on  the  30th  of  April,  1803.  They  were  not  claims 
growing  out  of  the  acts  of  France  allowed  and  paid  m  whole  or  in  part  under  the  pro- 
visions of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States  and  Spain  concluded  on  the  22d  of 
February,  1819,  and  were  not  allowed  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the  provisions  of  the 
treaty  between  the  United  States  and  France  of  the  4th  of  July,  1831. 

The  claimants,  in  their  represc^ntative  caj)acity,  are  the  owners  of  said  claims  which 
have  never  been  assigned  except  as  aforesaid. 

CONCLUSIONS   OF  LAW. 

The  court  decides  as  conclusions  of  law  that  said  seizure  and  condemnation  were 
fllegal,  and  the  owners  and  insurers  had  valid  claims  of  indemnity  therefor  upon  the 
French  Government  prior  to  the  ratification  of  the  convention  between  the  United 
States  and  the  French  Republic,  concluded  on  the  30th  day  of  September,  1800; 
that  said  claims  were  relinquished  to  France  by  the  Government  of  the  United  States 
bv  said  treaty  in  part  consideration  of  the  relinquishment  of  certain  national  claims 
of  France  against  the  United  States;  and  that  the  claimants  are  entitled  to  the  follow- 
ing sums  from  the  United  States: 

Brooks  Adams,  administrator  of  Peter  C.  Brooks,  one  thousand  one  hun- 
dred and  seventy-four  dollars  and  sixty  cents $1, 174. 60 

Thomas  N.  Perkins,  administrator  of  John  C.  Jones,  two  hundred  and  fifty 
dollars  and  eighty  cents 250. 80 

Francis  M.  Boutwell,  administrator  of  Benjamin  Cobb,  one  hundred  and 
sixty-seven  dollars  and  eighty  cents 167. 80 

James  S.  English,  administrator  of  Thomas  English,  eighty-three  dollars 
and  ninety  cents 83. 90 

Arthur  P.  Gushing,  administrator  of  Marston  Watson,  one  hundred  and 
sixty-seven  dollars  and  eighty  cents 167. 80 

Walter  Hunnewell,  administrator  of  John  Welles,  eighty-three  dollars  and 
ninety  cents 83. 90 

Morton  Prince,  administrator  of  James  Prince,  eighty-three  dollars  and 
ninety  cents 83. 90 

Gordon  Dexter,  administrator  of  Samuel  Dexter,  eighty- three  dollars  and 
ninety  cents 83. 90 

Nathim  Matthews,  jr.,  administrator  of  Daniel  Sargent,  one  hundred  and 
sixteen  dollars  and  twenty  cents 116. 20 

Daniel  W.  Waldron,  administrator  of  Jacob  Sheafe,  eighty-three  dollars. . .  83. 00 

Charles  K.  Cobb,  administrator  of  Stephen  Codman,  eighty- three  dollars. .  83. 00 

George  G.  King,  administrator  of  James  Scott,  eighty-three  dollars 83. 00 

Edward  I.  Browne,  administrator  of  Israel  ThornJike,  eighty-three  dollars.  83. 00 
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Artliur  D.  Hill,  admrni^trator  of  Berijamm  Homer,  eighty -three  doU&is...        IS3.00 

Henry  W.  Edea,  administrator  of  John  May^  eighty-three  dollars , ,  ,*  S3. 00 

Job  n  O .  S  haw  ^  ad  m  i  n  isi  n*  lot  of  Josiah  Knapp ,  eigh  ty-three  dollara  .-*.....  83, 00 

William  Ropc'd  IVaakf  administrator  of  ThomaB  Amory^  one  hundred  and 

sixty-six  doUaja, , , , . ,  * . . .  * IfiG.OO 

H.  Burr  Crandall,  adminktrator  of  Thomf^  CushiDg^  sixty-gix  dollars  and 

forty  cents ,..,.,*.* .^^  * , . . . , .,.,...  66.40 

Jonathan  I.  Bowditch,  admmistrator  of  Benjamin  Pickman,  eighty-thiee 

dollara  „ , , - 83. 00 

Arthur  T.  Lymanj  administrator  of  Thetodore  Lyman»  eighty-three  dollars,  SS.  00 

Charles  K.  6obb»  administrator  of  John  Cod  man,  one  hundred  and  eixty* 

ffi3c  dollars. - .  - 166. 00 

"Willtam  G.  Perry ^  administrator  of  Nicholas  Gilman,  one  hundred  and 

Bixty*fli  X  doUara .  ...-..„ - . .  _ _ , .  -        166. 00 

Elisha  Ulufney,  adminifltrator  of  Thomas  Stephens  for  and  on  behalf  of  the 

finn  of  -1  uh n  a nd  Thomns  St f?ph ens.  n i m>ty -nine  dol lar«  la  n d  Bi xty  cen ta .  -  09 .  00 

John  Lowell,  ftdminislrator (il  '1  uthill  IJubbart,  eight y-tlu^ee  dollare. , 8^.00 

Frank  Dabnov,  administrator  oi  tiamuel  W.  Pomeroy,  one  hundred  and 

sixty-six  dollars , , . , ,  - . . . ,         166.00 

W.  Rodman  Peabody,  administmtor  of  Daniel  D.  Rogeis,  one  hundred  and 

thirty-two  dollars  and  eighty  cents.  >. .>. ..: 132. 80 

Amounting  in  all  to  four  tho u san d  and  five  doll ars  and  si x  ty  cents ...    4 ,  0O& .  00 
No  person  nliiiminjL;^  to  repr^ent  the  vessel  and  caigo  owners  have  appear^  herein* 

Bt  Tsm  CoGi 

Atanecopy.  ,  ,-.^~ 

Test  this  6th  day  of  December,  A.  D.  1907.  . 

[iBAL.l  John  R4iaM»v& 
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Congress,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  (  Document 
t  Session.      |  |    No.  312. 


DINGS  IN  CASE  OF  FIRST  PRESBYTERIAN  CHURCH, 
LEBANON,  KY. 


rSB  FROM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  COTTBT  OF  CLAIMS 
ANSKITTINa  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE 
UBT  IN  THE  CASE  OF  FIKST  PBESBYTEBIAN  CHVBCH  AT 
BANON,  KY.,  AGAINST  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


M BXB 12,  1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  ClaimB  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


CouBT  OP  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

Washington,  December  10,  1907. 
b:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court,  I  transmit  herewith  a  cer- 
l  copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
h  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  resolution  of  the  House 
representatives  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1887,  known  as  the 
^er  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
>n.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


of  ClAlmf .    CoDgressiODAl,  No.  12219.    First  Presbyterian  Church,  at  Lebanon,  Ey.,  v.  The 

United  States.] 

STATEMENT  OF  CASE. 

B  is  a  claim  for  use  and  occupation  alleged  to  have  been  taken  or  furnished  to 
military  forces  of  the  United  States  during  the  war  for  the  suppression  of  the 
ion.  On  the  31  st  day  of  March,  1906,  the  House  of  Representatives  referred 
I  court  a  bill  in  the  following  words: 

"fH.  R.  C674,  Filty-nlnth  Congresa,  first  session.] 

'■A  BILL  For  the  relief  of  the  First  Presbyterian  Charoh  at  Lebanon,  Kentucky. 

f  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Rewresentatives  of  the  United  States  of  America 
ru^eM  assembled,  That  the  Secretary  of  tne  Treasury  be,  and  is  hereby,  authorized 
irected  to  pay  to  the  First  Presbyterian  Church  at  Lebanon,  in  Kentucky,  out 
f  money  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  the  sum  of  six  thousand 
undred  and  ten  dollars,  for  the  use  and  occupation  of  the  church  building  and 
ure  and  fixtures  pertaining  to  and  in  and  about  said  building  and  injuries  to 
and  the  destruction  of  some  of  the  property  in  and  about  said  building  by  the 
dry  forces  of  the  United  States  during  the  war  of  the  rebellion;  and  said  sum 
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eh&Ut  when  paid,  be  bi  full  of  all  daimi  of  said  church  ag&inst  the  United  Sl»tee  \ 
the  use  of  or  dtimagee  to  its  prop*^rtv  by  said  Army.- ' 

The  clainijiiit  ftppeared  and  filed  a  petition  herein  September  4^  1906.  tn  which 
it  is  siibsianlially  averred  thflt— 

During  the  wsir  for  the  sEfippreseion  of  the  retiiillion  the  First  Presbyterian  Church 
of  Lebanon^  Ky.,  ivas  loyal  to  the  I'nhed  Slates;  that  from  1862  to  1865,  inclusive, 
iaid  building  wrr  occupied  and  uaed  by  the  United  States  troope  and  damaged*  th« 
fixtures  and  furniture^  in  the  eiim  of  |B,ilO. 

The  case  was  brought  to  a  hearing  on  hjyalf.y  and  merita  on  the  7th  day  of  February, 
1907. 

MeF«rs,  Cftlhoim  &  Si?er  appeared  for  the  claimant,  and  the  Attorney-General*  by- 
Percy  M.  Cox.  hk  aaHiPtuni  and  under  hie  direction ♦  appeared  for  ihe  defend  «nd 
prf< lection  of  the  inteieMs  of  the  United  Still e«. 

The  tourL  upon  tliO  evidence  and  after  conmdering  the  briefs  and  aigument  of 
cauuiol  on  both  aidae^  inakea  the  following 

FTNDItfOi   OF  PACT. 

I.  The  First  Presbyterian  Chiu^h  of  I^banon,  Ky.*  as  a  church,  was  loyal  to  the 
Government  of  the  United  Statea  throughout  the  var  for  tlie  suppression  of  the  re^>el^ 
lion. 

II.  During  the  late  civil  war  the  milt tory  forces  of  the  United  StAtes,  for  their  use, 
took  pi:tfi^€3]on  of  the  church  building  dc^iiljod  in  the  petition  at  or  about  the  lime 
of  the  battle  of  Perry viUe  and  uw<l  the  same  at  intervals  for  a  period  of  about  two 

} rears.  The  building  was  lii'sl  need  as  a  hospital  and  afterwards  aa  a  barracka,  and 
aier  was  a  fort  for  the  tnK>ps.  and  while  ao  uani  and  occupied  by  the  military  forcea 
of  the  United  Stales  aa  a  fort  waa  fired  upon  by  the  Oonfedemte  forcea  under  the  late 
Gen.  John  H.  Morgan  and  the  roof  and  cupola  of  the  church  materially  damagBd,  hui 
the  extent  thereof  dt^es  n  ot  ap  pe^tr . 

The  r<:>af4onable  rental  value  of  the  church  building  durine  such  occupancy,  togethcf 
with  the  damages  thereto  caused  by  the  military  forces  oi  the  United  States  (inde- 
pi!ndent1y  of  any  daiuage  caused  by  said  Confederate  forcee  under  Getieral  llrfffsui), 
in  excess  of  ordinary  wciir  and  tear,  waa  the  sura  of  fifteen  hundred  dollars  ($1,5001,  of 
wh^rh  amount  it  appears  that  the  claimant  has  been  paid  the  sum  of  one  hundred  aa<l 
twputy  dollars  ($130),  leaving  thirteen  hundred  and  eighty  dollars  ($1,390)  due  oti 
account  of  the  use  and  occupation  by  the  United  States  military  forcee  and  for  th^ 
dninfl;;'eK  occasioned  by  eaid  use  and  occupation. 

IIL  The  claim  heroin  was  never  presented  to  any  Department  of  the  Government 
prior  to  it.^  preeentLTtioii  to  Congress  and  reference  to  tliU  court  by  the  House  of  Eepre» 
mmtativei!,  at^  herehib^'fure  metitirmed,  and  no  reason  m  given  why  the  same  was  not 
previously  presented  to  some  Oi^partment  of  the  Goveriunent, 

Bx  XBS  Coumsm 

Filed  February  11, 1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Teet  this  10th  day  of  December,  1907. 

[seal.]  John  Randolph, 

Auiitant  CUrh  Court  qf  Clamt. 


eOTHOoNOBEM, )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  I  Document 
l9i  Sssdan.      S  \   No.  334. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  SAMUEL  P.  MARTIN. 


X.BTTBB  FROM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  COTTBT  OF  CLAIMS 
TaANSMTTTINa  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FIXED  BY  THE  COUBT 
IN  THE  CASE  OF  SAMUEL  P.  MABTIN  AGAINST  THE  UNITED 
STATES. 


DxcBMBXB  12,  1907.— Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


CouBT  OP  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

Washington,  December  9,  1907. 
Sm:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court,  I  transmit  herewith  a 
certified  copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  resolution  of  the  House 
of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1887,  known  as  the 
Tuoker  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Rejyresentatives. 


[Court  of  Claims.    Congressional,  No.  11225.    Samuel  P.  Martin  v.  The  United  States.] 
STATEMENT  OF  CASE. 

Tliifl  ifl  a  claim  for  services  alleged  to  have  been  rendered  by  claimant  to  the  military 
forces  of  the  United  States  and  lor  property  taken  by  said  forces  during  the  late  civil 
war. 

On  the  18th  day  of  January,  1903,  the  House  of  Representatives  by  rosohition 
referred  to  ^e  court,  under  the  provisions  of  the  act  of  March  3,  1887,  known  as  the 
Tucker  Act,  a  bill  as  follows: 

**  [H.  R.  3537.  57th  Congress,  1st  session.] 

"A  BILL  For  the  reUef  of  8.  P.  Martin. 

''Be  it  enacted  &v  the  Senate  and  Htmse  of  Representatives  of  the  United  States  of  Amedea 
in  C<mgre$s  assewiledy  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be,  and  he  is  hereby,  author- 
ized and  directed  to  pay  to  S.  P.  Martin,  of  Anderson  Ck)unty,  Kentucky,  three  hun- 
dred and  thirty  dollars,  for  property  belonging  to  said  Martin  taken  and  consumed  by 
the  Anny  of  the  United  States  during  the  war  for  the  suppression  of  the  rebellion,  and 
to  be  paid  out  of  any  money  not  otherwise  appropriated." 

The  claimant  appeared  and  filed  his  petition  in  this  court  January  29,  1903.  On 
April  17.  1906^  he  filed  an  amended  petition  in  wliich  he  made  substantially  the  fol- 
lowing allegations:  lliat  he  is  a  nativ^^  citizen  of  the  United  States  and  a  resident  of 
Tjmamt  Andenon  County,  Ky.,  and  was  loyal  to  the  United  States  throughout  tJkL% 
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dvfl  war;  that  from  October,  1862,  untH  some  time  in  the  fall  of  1864  he  was  le 
of  Shryrockfl  Ferry  on  the  Kentucky  River,  connecting  the  turnpike  between  Law- 
renceburg  and  Versailles,  Ky. 

That  from  October  1, 1862.  until  the  fall  of  1864  he  ferried  over  the  Kentucky  River* 
5,000  cavalry  and  1,000  infantry,  all  soldiers  of  the  United  States,  and  received  no  pay- 
therefor;  that  in  the  year  1864  United  States  troops  used  for  fuel  three  laige  coiJ; 
barges  belonging  to  claimant,  16  by  18  feet,  and  valued  at  $125  each:  that  in  July,  1863, 
a  detachment  of  Union  troops  destroyed  one  large  ferryboat  belonging  to  claimant,  12 
by  65  feet,  and  valued  at  $350,  and  one  smaller  ferr>boat.  12  by  34  feet,  valued  at  $100; 
that  in  1864  the  Union  troops  destroyed  two  large 'fc rr>'boatfl,  12  by  65  feet,  belonging 
to  claimant  and  valued  at  $350  each;  that  some  time  in  1862  United  States  troops 
destroyed  two  large  ferryboats,  12  by  65  feet,  belonging  to  claimant,  valued  at  $350 
each;  that  the  total  claim  of  Samuel  P.  Martin  by  reason  of  the  use  of  this  ferry  and  his 
coal  barges  by  Union  troops  and  the  destruction  of  his  ferryboats  as  aforesaid  was  ae 
follows: 

Ferrying  troops  across  the  Kentucky  River $1, 100.  OD 

Value  of  coal  barges  taken  for  fuel 375.  OD 

Value  of  ferryboats  seized  and  destroyed 1, 850.  OD 

Amounting  in  all  to 3, 325.  OD 

On  a  TO^liminary  hearing  the  court,  on  the  13th  day  of  November,  1905,  found  that 
SamudT.  Martin,  the  persim  from  whom  it  is  alleged  the  pro{>erty  herein  claimed  for 
was  taken,  was  loyal  to  the  United  States  throughout  the  late  civil  war. 

The  case  was  brought  to  a  hearing  on  merits  on  the  28th  day  of  October,  1907. 

Charles  W.  Clagett.  esq^.,  appeared  for  the  claimant,  and 'the  Attorney-General,  by 
W.  W.  Scott,  esq.,  his  as?ii<tant  and  under  his  direction,  appeared  for  the  defense  and 
protection  of  the  intert^tiJ  of  the  United  States. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence  and  after  considering  the  briefe  and  arguments  of  ooan- 
ael  on  both  sides,  makes  the  following 

FINDIN08  or  FACT. 

I.  Samuel  P.  Martin  was  loyal  to  the  Government  of  the  United  States  thioughoot 
the  late  civil  war,  as  heretofore,  on  November  13, 1905.  found  by  the  court. 

II.  During  the  late  civil  war  the  claimant  herein  was  the  lessee  of  certain  ferryboats 
described  in  the  petition  plying  across  the  Kentucky  River  and  connecting  the  turn- 
pike between  Lawrencebuig  and  Versailles,  Ky.,  over  which  he  ferried  United  StiUes 
troops  at  various  times  from  October  1 ,  1862,  to  the  fall  of  1864. 

in.  During  said  period  the  militar>'  forces  of  the  United  States  took  from  said  claim- 
ant certain  ferr>'boat8  and  coal  barges,  and  destroyed  the  same  and  used  the  material 
therein  contain eil  f(ir  fuel,  as  more  particularly  sot  forth  in  the  petition. 

IV.  The  reasonable  value  of  tho  s;ii.i  i\Trylx»ats  so  used  in  tran<|x.rting  troops  across 
the  river,  together  with  the  value  of  the  boats  and  barges  so  dt^tn-yod  and  usea  as  fuel, 
was  the  sum  of  three  hundred  and  thirty  dollars  .5:]oO ',  no  part  of  which  appears  to  have 
hci'U  puid. 

V.  it  is  contended  by  the  claimant  tliat  in  ]v%4  the  claim  herein  was  put  in  the  hands 
of  a  lawyer  for  pmsocutitai.  but  that  ho  l«'St  th«'  panors.  In  1SS4  the  claim  was  pre- 
senttxl  to  tlio  Q)iart«'rnu\<t»r-(n'nt'ral  and  di<all«'WtM  by  the  accounting  othcers  of  the 
Treasury  on  Jau'iary  7.  IN^S.  f. .r  wain  of  sullii  i'-iu  ovi(U-nce.  Thrrc-after,  on  January 
18.  190ii,  the  ll->uee  of  lvcpr«'s«'ritati\cs.  by  r(^s<'luti<'U.  referred  to  the  court  the  claim 
un<lertho  j>ri»\  i>i<»ns  of  the  a<  t  of  March  3,  IJ^v^^T   as  h«r»  inl'»-f<Te  mentiniuxl. 

The?..'  farts  are  re]^i.rti\l  as  !<  Mriei:  upon  the  .ji;r<t!  -n  wln-ther  there  lias  been  delay 
or  la'^h»^  on  the  part  of  the  claip.aiii  in  prv^^reuiing  his  claim. 

By  the  Court. 
Filed  November  4.  1907. 

A  tnie  copy: 

Test  this  7ih  day  of  December,  A.  D.  1907. 

[seal,]  Johk  Rasdolfh, 

Assistant  CUrk  Court  qf  ClamM, 


BOTH  Congress,  )  HOUSE  OF  KEPRESENTATIVES.  j  Doctoient 
M  Session.      ).  \   No.  335. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  SCHOONER  SALLY,   DAVIS, 

MASTER. 


I^BTTEB  FROM  THB  ASSISTANT  OLEBK  OF  THE  COVBT  OF  CLAIMS 
TRANSMITTINa  A  COPY  OF  THB  CONCLUSIONS  OF  LAW  AND  OF 
FACT  IN  THE  FBENCH  SPOLIATION  CASES  BELATINQ  TO  THE 
8CHOONEB  SALLT,  TIMOTHY  DAVIS,  MASTEB. 


12,  1907.— Referred  to  the  Ck>mmittee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 
printed. 


CouBT  OF  Claims, 
Washington,  D.  CI,  December  11,  1907. 
Sib:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit  here- 
with the  conclusions  of  fact  and  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January 
20,  1885,  in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  find- 
ings by  the  court  relating  to  the  vessel  schooner  Sally,  Timothy  Davis, 
master. 

1  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Oourt  of  CUIms.    French  spoliations.    Act  of  January  20, 1886;  23  Stat.  L.,  283.    Vol.  1,  Supplement 

to  R.  &,  2d  ed.,  471.    Vessel  schooner  SaUy,  Timothy  DaTls,  master.) 
No.  of 
case.  Claimant. 

1^.    Charles  F.  Trask,  administrator  of  Samuel  Babson,  v.  The  United  States. 

PRELIMINABT  STATEMEIVT. 

This  case  was  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  13th  day  of  March,  1907. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  William  T.  8.  Curtis  and  Theodore  J.  Pickett, 
esc^rs.,  and  the  United  States,  defendants,  by  the  Attorney-General,  through  his 
aanstant  in  the  Department  of  Justice,  John  W.  Trainer,  esq.,  with  whom  was  Assist- 
ant Attorney-General  J.  A.  Van  Orsdel. 

CONCLUSIONS  OP   FACT. 

The  cotirL  npon  the  evidence  and  after  hearing  the  arguments  and  considering  the 
same  with  the  briefs  of  counsel  on  each  side,  determines  the  facts  to  be  as  follows: 

I.  The  schooner  Sally^  Timothy  Davis,  master,  sailed  on  a  commercial  voyage  from 
Guernsey,  bound  to  Dieppe,  arriving  in  the  roadstead  of  the  latter  place  on  the  30th 
day  of  March,  1797,  ana  on  the  next  day,  while  peacefully  Iym^\ii  t^^^  «ajv^  toi^- 


s 


8CBO0NKR  8ALLT. 


Amounting  in  all  to  twenty-six  hundred  dollars. 
The  owner  of  the  cargo  \a  not  in  court 

Filed  Aprill,  1907. 

A  true  copy, 

Test  this  11th  day  of  December,  1907. 

[SSAL.] 


By  TH»  Ck>un!. 


itefidf  was  fieix^l  by  tlx6  French  privatt*t^rs  iVw^ftrr,  Intrh>iilti  Eminthd,  an 4  Andn^ 
eifux^  and  thereafter  condemned  as  grvod  prm^  for  the  Wnetlt  of  the  cii[>tor&  by 
decree  of  the  tnbiinai  of  commerce  at  Dlepjie,  dated  June  5,  1797, 

The  ground:*  of  t.'ondemnation  m  stated  in  the  decree,  were  bb  follows ^ 

That  the  neutral  ownership  of  the  car^o  waa  not  proved: 

That  the  veetiers  vMe  d'equipaf^  was  not  in  good  form. 

II.  The  S^tlhf  waa  a  duly  rej?is>tered  ve^ss^el  of  the  United  States  of  57  45^1^5  tooa 
burthen*  hailt  in  the  State  of  Ma:?sachuM?tta  prior  to  the  Ittth  day  of  May,  J7»9»  mud 
was  owned  solely  by  8am uel  Babaon,  a  citizen  of  the  TInitM  States^  residing  at  Gloa- 
oester*  Maes. 

III.  The  cargo  of  the  .S^/%  at  the  date  of  wizure  conaiated  of  50  puncheons  of 
btfindy  and  60  caiike  of  wine/ and  was  owned  by  Alexander  Fraser,  of  Boston,  The 
value  of  the  earijo  doea  not  appoar,  nor  is  any  claim  filed  therefor.  I 

IV.  The  loss  to  Samual  Baboon  by  reason  of  the  seizure  and  condemnation  of  tbd 
JSciUif  Ma^  as  follows: 

Value  of  the  ve^wl  .,,., ...--. .,,,,.. -.,„,„,..  |l,ai0       , 

Freight  earniog^ -«.,,,.,_*, -,,-__ *.,-^_ a^      i 

Amounting  in  all  to ....* _ 2,600 

The  datmaiitiii  have  produced  letti^n^of  administration  on  the  ofitatea  of  tb^  imrtieA 
for  whom  they  appear,  and  have  otherv^iaf^  proved  to  the  ^ti?ifaction  of  fiK*  *xnut 
that  the  pensions  for  whri»ee2<itatC!d  thev  have  filed  claims  are  in  fact  the  same  {MfrHcicis 
wtio  ci^uffered  lo^  hy  refUN^n  of  the  seizure  and  eondein nation  of  the  echot:iner  Stilly ^ 
AS  set  ^^rth  in  the  prLnx'dina  findings. 

Said  olaim  waa  not  embrarvd  in  the  convention  between  the  United  States  and  the 
Rt? public  of  France,  conrhided  on  the  30th  of  .4.pril,  1803.  This  was  not  a  claim 
gn>wingout  of  thfl  act^  of  France  allowed  and  paid  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the 
pmvlsirtns  of  the  treaty  between  the  United  StaU^eand  Spam  concluded  on  ihe  22d 
of  February,  1^19^  and  wa^  not  allowed  in  w  bote  or  in  part  under  the  proviaioas  of 
the  trtsity  lwtvvf*'ii  the  Unlteti  St;flteaaad  France  of  the  4th  of  July,  1831. 

Tbi*  cHiiinmnt  in  hie  reprefk*ntative  (|apftcity  is  the  owner  of  said  claims  whicb  hma 
nevf^r  hen  af^ignedf  e3ccept  as  aforesaid, 

OOKCLtJBlOKS  OF    LAW. 

The  court  decidea  aa  concUiaiona  of  law  that  ftaid  seizure  and  condemnation  Wtre 
iUrgn),  and  the  owners  and  insurers  had  valid  claims  of  indemniLy  therefor  ap^zm  the 
t^J'ront^h  C.TOvernment  prior  to  the  ralification  of  the  convention  lietween  the  United 
PBUti*t*  and  the  French  lie^^ublio,  conclude*  1  on  the  30th  day  of  September,  1800; 
that  said  claim  wa«  r^^]infpn?hed  to  France  by  the  Government  of  the  United  States 
bv  said  treaty  in  part  <'iKt>-id<  ration  of  the  rehnqui^hment  i>f  ix-»rt^iH  national  claims 
o{  France  HLraln^t  Tip-  f  -fp-i  Slates,  and  that  the  claimant  iBentrtle<i  to  the  following 
sums  from  the  United  States: 

Charles  F.  Trask,  administrator  of  Samuel  Babaon,  two  thousand  six  hun- 
dred dollars $2,600.00 


John  RANnou>H, 
AitistarU  Clerk  Court  of  CUmu, 


o 


I 


60th  Congress,  \  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  J  Dooumi:nt 
1st  Session.      j  |    No.  336. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  SCHOONER  LIBERTY. 


XJBTTEB  FROK  THE  ASSISTANT  OLEBK  OF  THE  COUBT  OF  CLAIMS 
TBANSMITTINa  A  COPY  OF  THE  CONCLUSIONS  OF  LAW  AND 
OF  FACT  IN  THE  FRENCH  SPOLIATION  CASES  RELATING  TO  THE 
80H00NEB  LIBEBTY,  ASA  WILLIAMS,  MASTER. 


Dbcxmbkb  12, 1907. — Referreti  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 


Court  op  Claims, 
Washington^  D.  (7.,  Deceinher  11,  1907. 
Sib:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit  here- 
with the  conclusions  of  fact  and  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January 
20,  1885,  in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  find- 
ings b}'  the  court  relating  to  the  vessel  schooner  Liberty^  Asa  Williams, 
master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  ofth<:  House  of  Representatives. 


[Court  of  ClAims.    French  spoliatioiis.    Act  of  January  20. 1885;  23  Rtat.  L..  283.    Vol.  1,  Sapplement 

to  R.  8.,  2d  ed.,  471.    Vesae]  w;hooner  Liberty,  Asa  Williums,  muster.] 
No.  of 


Claimant 

68.     Edmund  D.  Codman,  administrator  of  the  estate  of  William  Gray,  Jr.,  de- 
ceased, r.  The  Uniteti  States. 
2133.    David  Greene  Haskins,  jr.,  administrator  of  the  estate  of  David  Greene, 

deceased,  v.  The  Unitea  States. 
220S.     Brooks  Adams,  administrator  of  the  estate  of  Peter  Chardon  Brooks,  deceased,  v. 

The  United  Statea. 
'  8384.    George  G.  King,  administrator  of  the  estate  of  Crowell  Hatch,  deceased,  v. 
The  United  States. 

PBBLIMINABT  STATEMENT. 

These  cases  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  14th  day  of  March,  1907. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  Charles  W.  Clagett,  William *T.  S.  Curtis,  and 
Theodore  J.  Pickett,  esgrs.,  and  the  United  States,  defendants,  by  the  Attorney- 
General,  through  his  assistant  in  the  Department  of  Justice,  John  W.  Trainer,  esq., 
with  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney- General  J.  A.  Van  Orsdel. 

OONCLUSIONB  OF  FACT. 

The  oonrt.  upon  the  evidence  and  after  hearing  the  arguments  and  considering  the 

with  the  Driefa  of  counsel  on  each  side,  determine  the  fact^  to  bp  af^  follows: 
L  The  schooner  Liberty,  Asa  WMlliams,  master,  sailed  on  a  ^ouww^tvvA  >:cNN^iJi|:^ 
om  Fort  Ml  Prince  to  New  Engiand  in  December,  17M.    ^ bii^  i^^a^t^W^  v^\>v\vc^% 


2  80HOONEB  LIBERTY. 

•aid  voyace  the  Liberty  waa  captured  on  the  hieh  seas  on  the  12th  day  of  Deoemher, 
1796,  by  the  IVench  barge  Le  Pomon  VoUarU,  Captain  Duluc.    Said  vessel  was  oon- 
demned  in  the  year  1797  by  the  commission  of  the  executive  directory  sitting  at  Gape 
Francois,  whereby  the  same  became  a  total  loss  to  the  owners. 
The  erounds  of  condemnation  as  set  forth  in  the  decree  were  as  follows: 

1.  That  the  official  papers  of  said  schooner  established  conclusive v  that  the  said 
schooner  departed  from  two  ports  of  the  colony  of  San  Domingo  in  reoellion  against 
the  laws  of  tne  French  Republic  and  under  the  protection  of  the  British  Grovemment 

2.  That  Mole,  St  Nicholas  and  Port  au  Prince,  from  which  the  said  schooner 
departed,  are  of  those  ports  declared  in  a  state  of  permanent  blockade  by  the  decree 
of  the  comtnission. 

II.  The  Liberty  was  a  duly  registered  vessel  of  the  United  States,  of  115  tons  mod 
64  feet  burthen;  was  built  at  Penobscot,  in  the  State  of  Massachusetts  (now  Maine), 
in  the  year  1794,  and  was  owned  by  David  Greene,  of  Boston,  a  citizen  of  the  United 
States. 

III.  At  the  time  of  capture  of  the  Liberty  she  was  returning  from  Port  aa  Prince 
to  New  England  in  ballast. 

IV.  The  losses  to  David  Greene  by  reason  of  the  capture  and  condemnation  of  the 
Liberty  were  as  follows: 

Value  of  the  vessel $4,600 

Premium  of  insurance  paid 860 

Amounting  in  all  to 4,960 

Deduct  insurance  received 3,000 

Net  loss 1,960 

V.  On  the  26th  day  of  October,  1796,  David  Greene  effected,  through  the  office  <^ 
Peter  C.  Brooks,  insurance  in  the  sum  of  15,000  on  the  vessel,  freight,  and  caigo,  paying 
therefor  a  premium  of  12  per  cent. 

Of  this  iuBurance,  $3,000  was  specified  to  be  on  the  vessel,  and  by  the  terms  id  the 
policy  the  first  underwritten  thereon  to  the  extent  of  said  $3,000  were  to  be  held 
liable  for  the  loss  on  the  vessel,  there  being  no  loss  on  freight  or  cargo.  The  under- 
writers so  held  to  be  liable,  and  the  amounts  underwritten  by  them,  were  as  fol- 
lows, viz: 

Orowell  Hatch $500 


Tuthill  Hubbart 500 

William  Smith 500 


Caleb  Hopkins $500 

Stephen  Gorham 600 

John  Brazer 500 


All  of  the  said  underwriters  were  citizens  of  the  United  States. 

On  the  23d  day  of  August,  1797,  Peter  C.  Brooks,  as  agent,  duly  paid  the  said 
David  Greene  the  sum  of  |.'^,000  aa  and  fur  a  total  loss  on  the  vessel,  and  no  payment 
was  made  by  the  underwriters  on  the  freijxht  and  earjro. 

VI.  On  April  4,  ISOt,  the  administrators  of  sai<i  Tuthill  Hubbart,  for  and  in  con- 
sideration of  ^GO,OUO  to  tliem  |)ai<l  by  Peter  0.  Brooks  and  the  assumption  by  said 
Brooks  of  any  and  all  lial)ilities  and  disadvantages  arising  from  the  underwriting  of 
said  Hubbart  in  the  ofliee  of  said  Brooks,  assigned  to  said  Brooks  all  the  right,  title, 
and  interest  in  and  to  all  insurance  done  by  said  Hubbart  as  an  underwriter  in  the 
office  of  said  Brooks. 

On  i)ecend)er  16,  1801,  William  Smith,  in  consideration  of  $3,715.50  mid  to  him  by 
Peter  C.  Brooks  and  the  a^^sumption  of  all  and  any  liabilities  and  disadvantages  aris- 
ing from  his  underwriting  in  the  ofhce  of  said  Brooks,  assigned  to  the  said  Brooks 
all  his  ri^ht,  title,  and  interest  in  and  to  all  insurance  done  by  him  as  an  underwriter 
in  the  otlice  of  said  Brooks. 

On  December  8,  1801,  the  administrator  of  the  estate  of  Caleb  Hopkins,  in  consid- 
eration of  $3,000  pai<l  to  him  by  Peter  C.  Brooks  and  the  assumption  by  the  said 
Brooks  of  any  and  all  liabilities  and  disa<  I  vantages  arisini:  from  the  underwriting  of 
Caleb  Hopkins  in  the  office  of  said  Brooks,  assigned  to  the  said  Brooks  all  his  intes- 
tate's right,  title,  and  interest  in  and  to  all  insurance  done  by  said  intestate  as  an 
underwriter  in  the  office  of  said  Brooks. 

On  November  21,  1801,  Stephen  Gorham,  in  consideration  of  $2,986.65  to  him  paid 
bv  Peter  C.  Brooks  and  the  assumption  of  said  Brooks  of  any  and  all  liabilities  and 
disadvantages  arising  from  his  underwriting  in  the  office  of  said  Brooks,  assigmsl  to 
the  said  Brooks  all  h^s  right,  title,  and  interest  in  and  to  all  insurance  done  by  him 
as  an  underwriter  in  the  office  of  said  Brooks. 

On  September  4,  1804,  John  Brazer,  for  and  in  consideration  of  $5,708  paid  b? 
Peter  C.  Brooks  and  the  a.«»snmption  of  said  Brooks  of  any  liabilities  ann  di^d- 
vantageti  arising  from  hiti  underwriting  in  the  oilice  of  said  Brooks,  assignt  d  to  the 


SCHOOJTBB  LIBISfiTT.  ff 

nid  Brooks  all  his  right,  tftfe,  «tkd  interest  in  and  to  all  insnrance  done  by  him  as  an 
underwriter  in  the  office  of  said  Brooks. 

The  claimants  have  produced  letters  of  administration  on  the  estates  of  the  parties 
for  whom  they  appear,  and  have  otherwise  proved  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  conrt 
that  the  persons  lor  whose  estates  they  have  nled  claims  are  in  fact  the  same  persons 
who  suffered  loss  by  reason  of  the  seizure  and  condemnation  of  the  schooner  Liberty 
aa  set  forth  in  the  preceding  findings. 

Said  claims  were  not  embraced  in  the  convention  between  the  United  States  and 
the  Bepoblic  of  France  concluded  on  the  30th  of  April,  1803.  They  were  not  claims 
growing  out  of  the  acts  of  France  allowed  and  paid  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the 
provisions  of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States  and  Spain  concluded  on  the  22d 
of  Febmarv,  1819,  and*  were  not  allowed  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the  provisions  of 
the  treaty  between  the  United  States  and  France  of  the  4th  of  July,  1831. 

The  claimants,  in  their  representative  capacit:^,  are  the  owners  of  said  claims, 
which  have  never  been  assigned  except  as  aforesaid. 

CONCLUSIONS  OF  LAW. 

The  court  decides  as  conclusions  of  law  that  said  seizure  and  condemnation  were 
illegal  and  the  owners  and  insurers  had  valid  claims  of  indemnity  therefor  upon  the 
French  Government  prior  to  the  ratitication  of  the  convention  between  the  United 
Stetes  and  the  French  Republic,  concluded  on  the  30th  day  of  September,  1800; 
that  said  claims  were  relinquished  to  France  by  the  Government  of  the  United  3tates 
by  said  treaty  in  part  consideration  of  the  relinquishment  of  certain  national  claims 
of  France  against  the  United  States ;  and  that  the  claimants  are  entitled  to  the 
following  sums  from  the  United  States: 

Brooks  Adams,  administrator  of  the  estate  of  Peter  Chardon  Brooks, 
deceased,  two  thousand  five  hundred  dollars 12,500.00 

Geoige  G.  King,  administrator  of  the  estate  of  Crowell  Hatch,  deceased, 
five  hundred  dollars 500.00 

David  Greene  Haskins,  administrator  of  the  estate  of  David  Greene,  de- 
ceased, one  thousand  nine  hundred  and  sixty  dollars 1,960. 00 

Amounting  in  all  to  four  thousand  nine  hundred  and  sixty  dollars. .     4.960.00 

The  other  claimants  herein  have  proved  no  valid  claims. 

There  being  no  cargo  on  board  at  the  time  of  capture,  there  is  no  allowance  made 
for  freight  earnings  herein. 

By  the  Court. 
Filed  April  1,  1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  11th  day  of  December,  1907. 

[aiALb]  John  Randolph, 

AttistarU  CUrk  Court  of  CXatmt. 


eOTH  Congress,  I   HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES,  j  Document 
l9t  Semon.      f  I    No.  337. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  SCHOONER  GREYHOUND. 


LETTBB  FBOK  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  COUBT  OF  CLAIMS 
TBAKSMITTINa  A  COPY  OF  THE  CONCLUSIONS  OF  LAW  AND  6F 
PACT  IN  THE  FRENCH  SPOLIATION  CASES  RELATING  TO  THE 
SCHOONER  OREYHOT7ND,  SYLVANUS  SNOW,  MASTER. 


DacKMBBR  12, 1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 


Court  of  Claims, 
Washington^  D.  (7.,  iJecember  11,  1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit 
herewith  the  conclusions  of  fact  and  of  law  filed  under  tho  act  of 
•January  '2o,  1885,  in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  an- 
nexed hndings  by  the  court  relating  to  the  vessel  schooner  Greyhound^ 
Sylvanus  Snow,  master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

iipeaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Goort  of  Claims.    French  spoliations.    A'ct  of  January  20, 1885;  23  Stat.  L.,  283.    Vol.  1,  Supplement 

to  R.  8.,  2d  ed.,  471.    Vessel  schooner  Oreyhound,  Sylvanus  Snow,  master.] 
No.  of 
case.  Claimant. 

1653.    Georse  C.  King,  administrator  of  Crowell  Hatch,  v.  The  United  States. 
1811.     Charles  F.  Adams,  administrator  of  Peter  C.  Brooks,  v.  The  United  States. 
A.  Lawrence  Lowell,  administrator  of  Nathaniel  Fellowes,  v.  The  United  States. 

PRELIMINARY  STATEMENT. 

These  cases  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  12th  day  of  March,  1907. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  William  T.  S.  Curtis  and  Theodore  J.  Pickett, 
and  the  United  States,  defendants,  by  the  Attorney-General,  through  his  assistant  in 
the  Department  of  Justice,  John  W.  Trainer,  esq.,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney- 
General  J.  A.  Van  Orsdel. 

CONCLUSIONS  OP  FACT. 

The  coart,  upon  the  evidence  and  after  hearing  the  arguments  and  considering  the 
tame  with  the  briefs  of  counsel  on  each  side,  determines  the  facts  to  be  as  follows: 

L  The  schooner  Greyhound^  Sylvanus  Snow,  master,  sailed  on  a  commercial  voyage 
Febnimry  14, 1798,  from  Newbem,  N.  C,  bound  for  St.  Bartholomew.  While  peace- 
follj  DorBiiiog  said  voyage  she  was  seized  on  the  high  seas  April  10,  1 798,  bv  the 
Frencn  privateer  Le  Destiny  Captain  Augusto,  and  the  master  taken  from  on  board 
his  vceBcT  and  put  ashore  at  St.  Martins,  and,  not  being  provided  witfi  means  ol  %>w%>> 
teDttioey  was  oDliged  by  motives  of  self-preservation  to  leave  S>t.  M.a.r\\rui\ife\ox^NXv^ 


I 


8CH00WEB  GREYHOUND. 

(iiepo^ition  of  hia  veflsel  and  cargo  wa^  known.  Said  ve^aet  and  rarsco  were  afte^ 
Wftrde  coodemxial  and  sold  at  8u  Martina,  and  various  atreitipt^  were  ma<1e  to  FCt 
a  copy  of  her  condenanation,  bat  the  atjtUorilins  refuged  to  give  such  copy*  Tha 
grounde  npon  which  eaid  vessel  and  cargo  were  coiidemnetl  do  not  appear, 

II*  The  Grqf hound  was  a  duly  regietered  veiSHc^i  of  the  Uiiitjed  Btatea  of  35 §*  ton 
burden,  built  at  Hingham^  Maa^.^  in  th«  year  i7S4,  and  owned  Bolely  by  Sylv&Qi 
Snow,  jr.^  a  citizen  of  the  United  States, 

llh  The  value  of  the  veBsel  and  the  freight  earnings  were  11^450,  for  which  Inmi 
ance  was  etfecttid  as  »et  out  bcdow. 

IV.  May  14^  17*M,  Svivanus  Rnow^  jr,  owner  of  vessel  and  freight,  effected  infui^' 
ance  on  eaid  veaaei  and  frejjjlit  in  the  office  of  Pett?r  C.  Brook b^  insurance  broker,  of 
Boston,  to  the  amount  of  SU450  (f7-50  on  vesi^el  and  1700  on  freight),  paying  tberebr 
a  premium  of  25  per  cent,  s^aid  pohcy  basing  underwritten  by  the  following-uamwd 
perBOQ&i  each  in  the  sum  set  opposite  their  oamee,  r^|)eotive1y: 

Crowell  Hatch  ..._,,...-... „..,.„. .._  I7OO.O0 

Nathaniel  Fdiowes-, - IbQ.OO 

Thereafter  Peter  C*  Brooks,  a^  agent,  duly  paid  the  said  assured  th^  sum  of  $1^450, 
being  in  full  for  a  toUil  loRa  on  eaid  policy  by  reason  of  the  pi^niiBes. 

The  claimants  have  produced  letters  of  adtninmtration  on  the  estates  of  the  pariiea 
for  whom  they  apf»ear,  and  have  otherwise  prov  etl  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  court 
that  the  personij  for  whose  estates  they  have  filed  claims  are.  in  fact^  the  same 
persons  who  suffered  loss  by  reason  of  tlie  seiiture  and  condemnation  of  the  schooner 
Greyhound^  bb  set  forth  in  the  preceding  findings. 

Said  claims  were  not  endjraced  in  the  convention  between  the  United  States  and 
the  Republic  of  France  concluded  on  the  3f>th  of  AfiriJ,  180H.  They  were  not  claims 
growing  out  of  the  acts  of  Frantic  allowed  ai)d  paid  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the 
pro v it! ions  of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States  and  Spain  concluded  on  the  *22d 
of  February,  1819,  amf  were  not  allowed  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the  provisions  of 
the  treaty  between  the  Uniteii  States  and  France  of  the  4th  of  July,  1831. 

The  claimants,  in  their  repre.«entjitive  cafmcitv,  are  the  ownera  of  said  daims^ 
which  have  never  been  assigned  except  aa  aforesaid. 

COKOLUSIOKS  OP  %\w. 

The  court  decides  ae  conclusions  of  law  that  said  seLzmre  and  condemnation  were 
illegal,  and  the  owners  and  insurers  had  valid  claims  of  indemnity  therefor  upon  the 
French  Government  prior  to  the  ratiticalion  of  the  convention  between  the  United 
States  and  the  French  Kepublic  concluded  on  the  SOth  day  of  September,  1800; 
that  said  claimj^  were  rebnqns.sht^d  to  France  by  the  Government  of  the  United  States 
bv  said  treaty  in  part  consideration  of  the  relinquishment  of  certain  national  claims 
ot  France  against  the  United  States,  and  that  the  claimants  are  entitled  to  the  follow- 
ing Bums  from  the  United  States: 

George  G.  King,  administrator  of  Crowell  Hatch,  seven  hundred  dollars..    $700.00 
A.  Lawrence  Lowell,  administrator  of  Nathaniel  Fellowes,  seven  hundred 
and  fifty  doUang 760.00 

Amounting  in  all  to  one  thousand  four  hundred  and  fifty  dollars...  1,450.00 

The  owners  of  vessel,  cai^go,  and  freight  are  not  in  court 

By  thb  Coubt. 
Filed  March  18,  1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  11th  day  of  December,  1907. 

[bbal.]  John  Eandolph, 

As9igUmt  Clerk  Court  of  Oatiiii. 


60th  Congress,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES,  j  Document 
l9t  Session.      {  \   No.  338. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  SCHOONER  HIRAM. 


UBTTEB  FROM  THE  ASSISTANT  OLEBK  OF  THE  C0T7BT  OF  CLAIMS 
TRANSMITTINa  A  COPY  OF  THE  CONCLUSIONS  OF  LAW  AND  OF 
FACT  IN  THE  FRENCH  SPOLIATION  CASES  BELATINQ  TO  THE 
SCHOONEB  HIBAM,  EBENEZEB  BABXEB,  MASTEB. 


12,  1907. — Referred  to  the  Ck)ininittee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 


CouBT  OF  Claims, 
Washingtmi^  D,  (7.,  Decemher  11^  1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit  here- 
with the  conclusions  of  fact  and  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January 
20,  1885,  in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  tina- 
ings  by  the  court  relating  to  the  vessel  schooner  Hiram^  Ebenezer 
Bfurker,  master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


(Ooart  of  Claims.    French  spoliations.    Act  of  January  20, 1885,  23  Stat.  L.,  288.    Vol.  1,  Supplement 
to  R.  8.,  2d  ed.,  471.    Vessel  schooner  Hiram,  Ebenezer  Barker,  master.] 

No.  of 

eaae.  Claimant. 

6551.     Moses  Sherwood,  administrator  of  the  estate  of  David  Coley,  jr. /deceased,  t;. 
The  United  States. 

PBEL1MINABY   8TATE.MENT. 

This  case  was  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  14th  day  of  November,  1907. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  Charles  VV.  Clagett,  esq.,  and  the  United 
States,  defeiKlants,  bv  the  Attorney-General  tlirou^h  his  assistants  in  the  Depart- 
ment of  Justice,  John  W.  Trainer  and  Stanhope  Henry,  esqs.,  with  whom  was 
Aflsistant  Attorney-General  J.  A.  Van  Orsdel. 

FINDINGS   OP   PACT. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence  and  after  hearing:  the  arguments  and  considering  the 
time  with  the  briefs  of  counsel  on  each  side,  <letermine  tlie  facts  to  be  as  follows: 

I.  The  schooner  Hiram ^  Ebenezer  Barker,  master,  saile<i  on  a  commercial  voyage 
In  the  year  1798,  bound  for  Martinique.  While  })<  acetully  pursuing  said  voyage  on 
the  high  seas  the  Hiram  was  captured  by  the  French  privateer  Le  Pelleiier. 


2  ^^^^^^  8CH00SKB   HIRAM. 

On  the  26th  dav  of  July,  175*8,  the  ffirtim  wb«  oondemnw*  by  th©  tribunal  nf  pi 
ftt  f  luadalonpe  o»  the  foflowin^  i^ronnds: 

Firet.  That  she  \vm  dottimpiited  for  Martinique* 

t^ecirind.  Thflt  i^he  ha<:l  n(?Lther  invoiee  nor  bill  of  lading  and  thai  her  role 
d'^uij»aj2;e  was  not  in  order 

II.  The  Jiirnm  i^aa  a  duly  regbtered  ve€?se5  of  the  United  Statee  of  SOW  tons  Imijv 
then;  waa  built  at  St  ml  ford,  Conn,,  in  1785,  and  was  owned  by  David  Co  ley,  jn, 
a  dtiaen  of  the  United  Statt:s. 

III.  The  <ieCFee  nf  condemnation  nhows  that  there  was  a  careo  on  boiird  at  tbo 
time  of  capture,  hut  wliat  it  rons luted  of  and  to  wljom  it  belonged  doee  not  appear. 

IV.  The  lo39  of  David  Coley,  jr^^  by  re-ason  of  the  capture  and  condemnation  of 
the  Hiram  wm  sis  follows; 

Value  of  the  vei^sel ., ,,,-„., ., ...  $2,000.00 

No  alto^vance  U  made  for  cargo,  as  it  is  not  shown  of  what  it  eon^ifitjed  or  who  tba 
owners  were,  and  for  the  f^ame  reaj*oii  no  alU*wance  is  Tnade  for  frpijjht. 

Tbe  elainiant  has  produced  iKtern  of  administration  on  the  estate  of  tbe  party  for 
whom  he  apnearSt  and  has  otherwit^e  pro%*ed  tu  the  eattii faction  of  the  court  that  the 
person  for  whui^i'  entate  he  has  Jiled  claim  is  in  fact  the  same  person  who  nuSoired 
loBB  by  reaiion  of  the  seizure  and  condemnation  of  the  schooner  Himm,  ae  set  foiib 
in  the  preredio;^  limlini^. 

Said  claim  wa^  not  embraccnl  in  the  conventlou  l>etween  the  United  States  and  th^ 
Bepubl^  i.tf  France  conclndi^l  on  the  liOth  of  April,  IHOS.  It  wa^  not  a  claim  ff^^row* 
in^  out  rif  the  acts  of  France  alio  weti  and  paid  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the  provtsioue 
of  the  treaty  between  the  Onit*?^l  j^tates  and  Sjjain  concludeti  on  the  22d  of  Fehruafy, 
IBl9f  and  wa^  not  allowed  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the  provisions  of  the  tieaiy  , 
between  the  United  States  and  France  of  tlie  4lh  of  July,  ISiSK 

The  eltiitnant  in  hiH  re prej^en dative  cajiaeity  li  the  owner  of  said  claim,  whieh  haj 
ntn^er  ijiat*n  a!*!.«i|?«ed  excejit  \xh  Eifo repaid. 

COKCLI^IOKB  OF   FACT. 

The  c^nrt  decides  as  conciU8ic>n^  of  law  that  said  seizure  and  cdndemnattoii 
illegal,  and  the  owners  and  in4?urer8  \m\.  valid  elaime  of  indemnity  therefor  upon  tbt 
Frenrij  (jovernment  prior  to  the  ratification  of  the  convention  btetween  the  Uniled 
Statew  ttud  the  French  Republic  concluded  on  tlje  I^Oth  day  of  Septem liter,  1800;  thai 
atid  claim  wai*  relinquished  to  France  by  the  ♦Tfivernment  or  the  United  Static  by 
m.\A  tn-aty  in  [uirt  cuoh deration  of  the  n^linquip:hnjent  of  certain  national  elaiuiAOi 
France  atfaioiifi  the  Unite*!  Htate^;  and  that  tlie  claimant  is  entitled  to  the  folio wiiq^ 
Hum  from  the  United  States: 

Mo«ics  She>rwood,  admlnlatmtor  for  the  estate  of  David  Col^yt  jj^.j  two 
tho*isand  dollars f2,  OOO.QO 

Two  thousand  dollars. 

By  THl  GOUKT. 

Fileci  December  2,  1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  lUh  day  of  December,  1907. 

[sbal]  John  RAifDOLPH« 

AuUtani  Clerk  CouH  ^  ClabmB. 


\ 


"\ 


60thConobb88,  i  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES,  j  Documknt 
1st  Session,      f  1    No.  339. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  SCHOONER  NEFTUNE. 


LBTTSB  FBOM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLERK  OF  THE  COURT  OF  CLAIMS 
TRANflliflTTIKQ  A  COPY  OF  THE  CONCLUSIONS  OF  LAW  AND  OF 
7A0T  IN  THE  FRENCH  SPOLIATION  CASES  RELATING  TO  THE 
SCHOONER  NEPTUNE,  COMFORT  BIRD,  MASTER. 


DacncBnt  12, 1907. — Beferred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 


Court  of  Claibis, 
Was/tuH/tofi,  D.  C^  December  11^  1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  ti*ansniit  here- 
with the  conclusions  of  fact  and  of  law  tiled  under  the  act  of  January 
20, 1885,  in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  findings 
by  the  court  relating  to  the  vessel  schooner  Neptuiie^  Comfort  Bird, 
master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  CUiims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Court  of  CUimi.    French  spoliations.    Act  of  January  20, 1885,  23  Stat.  L.,  283.    Vol.  1,  Supplement 

to  R.  8.,  2d  ed.,  471.    Vessel  schooner  Nei)tune,  Comfort  Bird,  master.] 
Ho.  of 
ease.  Claimant. 

201.     Brooks,  Adams,  administrator  of  Peter  C.  Brookf?,  v.  The  United  States. 
Thomas  N.  Perkins,  administrator  of  John  C.  Jones,  r.  The  United  States. 
Frank  Dabney,  administrator  of  Samuel  W.  Poineroy,  v.  The  United  States. 
621.     Brooks  Adams,  administrator  of  Peter  C.  Brooks,  v.  The  United  States. 

A.  Lawrence  Lowell,  administrator  of  Nathaniel  Fellowes,  v.  The  United 
States. 
1602.    James  G.  Freeman,  receiver  of  the  Boston  Marine  Insurance  Company,  v.  The 

United  States. 
1034.     George  G.  King,  administrator  of  Crowell  Hatch,  v.  The  United  States. 
2227.     Francis  M.  Boutwell,  administrator  of  Abraham  Touro,  v.  The  United  States. 
Francis  M.  Boutwell,  administrator  of  John  McLean,  v.  The  United  States. 
William  Smith  Carter,  administrator  of  William  Smith,  v.  The  United  States. 
John  Lowell,  administrator  of  Tuthill  Hubbart,  '*.  The  United  States. 
^56.     Archibald  M.  Howe,  aciministnitor  of  Francis  Green,  r.  The  United  States. 
$200.     Samuel  Abbott  Fowle,  administrator  of  George  Makepeace,  v.  The  United 
States. 

PRELIMINABY  STATEMENT. 

These  caeee  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  13th  day  of  March,  1907. 

The  daimants  were  represented  by  William  T.  S.  Curtis,  Theodore  J.  Pickett, 
Fraok  W.  Hackett,  and  Charles  W.  Cla^ett,  esqrs.,  and  the  United  States,  defend- 
tDtfly  by  the  Attomey-Greneral,  through  his  assistant  in  the  Department  of  Justice, 
Jolm  W.  Trainer,  esq.,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney-General,  J.  A.  Van  OrsdeL 
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Th#  OcmtTij  upon  the  ertdfince  and  after  bearing  the  ftixninenta  &nd  conaderinjr  tHt 
pMJLK^  wlUi  the  britjiti  of  CA^un^l  on  each  iiile,  determine  the  facta  to  be  aa  followa: 

L  This  wJiuoaftr  Nfphtne^  Comfort  Bmj,  riuit«(er,  Bailed  oti  a  oammercial  voy^ga 
Idnrch  27 r  ii^\  from  Boetoi!,  hDimd  to  St,  Bartholomew.  While  jieacefoOy  punjuing 
mM  v*^vii|E^<  ftho  wii9  setj^ed  on  the  hi^h  eeas  April  24,  1800^  by  the  French  privatear 
iVik/w^,'  l^tlUiS  lumjitiander^  who  took  from  tfae  N^ttune  her  maijter,  mate,  and  two 
mtfin  uiiti  Ltt^taiiieii  them  on  boanl  the  privateer  until  the  tatter  arrived  at  Ba^^^selerFe;, 
(tuadvJi>^»Vi',  '*n  the  oth  day  of  May  foUowing,  when  they  were  put  in  prbon,  Whib 
la  the*  |t<i«iH'*«li^n  of  the  privateer  the  Ntjitune  was  robbed  of  eight  balea  of  dry  ffocKiiL 
m^Ui^  bultitr,  tandiet,  eoap,  oil,  shoes,  Ikam?,  potatoes,  crackers,  a  trunk  of  uulW 
andiiliif  a  trunk  of  Indian  eottone^  glove-Bf  etc^f  composing  a  partol  her  eaj|^,  and 
"llho  uhlii^s  jMiperB  wtre  carried  away  by  the  privateer.     A  im?j&  master  and  crew 

IB  tlipn  p!a*"»'d  on  the  Nepfviir  witii  orders  to  carry  her  to  Basseterre,  ^iviadeloupev 
__J  wbllti  Hu  pnifHrding  she  was  rt^taken  on  the  3d  day  of  the  ^id  nsonth  o£  May  b^ 
^lu  F4i|;liwlj  privMti-er  }\gfji/,  Peter  Chriatian^  commamler,  and  carried  to  St,  John 
on  the  ijuland  of  Antigua,  and  vfsssel  and  cargo  eondenmed,  by  the  court  of  vtot- 
lAilruiraKy  tbc^re  f^ittiog^  to  pay  a  salvage  of  one-hall  the  true  valus  thereof,  together 
ivilh  ail  ciMtn  and  ehargea. 

IL  Th«  Xrptvne  was  a  duty  regietered  vessel  of  the  United  Statee  of  5SJ^  iotm, 
t»niU  in  Miyv^iiOniBetta  in  the  year  1784,  and  owned  solely  by  Iirael  Jeukms  and 
Ualvin  Turner,  dtizensof  the  United  Stalea. 

11 L  The  car^'o  of  the  NepluTt^  at  the  time  of  pei^ure  consisted  of  beef,  heaiti^ 
bread,  bmnily,  cheese.  Mi,  dry  j^oods,  himber,  Bhiiv^jless,  sFtavai*,  pork,  bacon^  i^>ap^ 
ih(if"*»,  and  wine,  and  was  ownefl  by  George  Mftke[>eace,  Martin  Blake,  Cbarm 
iiirourney,  Freehoni  Siss<on,  Aea  Hammond,  I.  A  I.  Jenkins,  John  Fowie,  Nathta 
Tufti*i  and  Comfort  Bird,  all  of  whom  were  eitizene  of  tl>e  United  States,  and  by 
Ebeti  Francis,  Henry  Lee,  Au^natua  l^vett,  Ebene^er  Barker,  and  Bamnel  Brtgbi, 
whoue  American  citizenahip  \q  not  eatablii^hed. 

IV.  The  If^tm  itnffercd  by  George  Makepeace,  by  reason  of  the  eeisure  of  tbe  A«p 
tune,  was  as  follows,  viz: 

Val ue  of  4  Imleta  dry  goods  and  179  pounds  cboeae --  |1, 509, i( 

I'remimn  of  iuiurante  paid , .._- lijQ,QO 

Amounting  in  aJl  to * ___..__ ._ ,     1|6S9,BII 

Deduct  insurance  received * ** ,     1,200. OQ 

^^Ket  loes  *. - ,,__-.._. _ 439. B9 

V.  May  IS,  1800,  George  Makepeace  effected  in  the  office  of  P^ter  C.  Brooks  bmas 
ance  on  his  merchandise  in  the  sum  of  $1,200,  paying  therefor  a  preminm  of  15  per 
cent,  said  policy  being  underwritten  by  the  following  persons,  citizens  of  the  United 
States,  each  in  Ihe  sum  set  opposite  his  name,  viz: 

John  C.  Jones tOOOiM 

Samuel  W.  Ponieroy 600.00 

Thereafter  said  Peter  C.  Brooks,  as  a^ent,  duly  paid  the  said  insured  the  snm  of 
$1,200,  being  in  full  for  a  total  loss  arising  by  reason  of  the  robbery  by  the  French 
and  payment  of  salvage. 

April  9,  1800,  Israel  Jenkins,  Comfort  Bird,  John  Fowie,  and  Nathan  Tofla 
effected  in  the  office  of  Peter  C.  Brooks  insurance  on  the  vessel  and  their  merchan- 
dise in  the  sum  of  $4,000,  apportioned  as  follows:  1  or  Isreal  Jenkins,  $2,890;  lor 
Ckjmfort  Bird,  $1,200;  for  John  Fowle,  $270;  for  N»ulian  Tufts,  $200.  The  premium 
paid  was  20  per  cent,  the  policy  being  underwritten  by  the  following  peraona,  citi- 
zens of  the  United  States,  each  m  the  sum  set  opposite  his  name,  viz: 

Crowell  Hatch «l,OOaOO 

Tuthill  Hubbart l^OOaOO 

Cornelius  Durant 1,00(1.00 

Ben jaunn  H omer 500.00 

Nathaniel  Fello wes 500.00 

Thereafter  said  Peter  C.  Brooks,  as  agent,  duly  paid  the  said  insured  the  aom  of 
$3,494.78,  but  this  payment  included  $88.20,  the  value  of  the  deck  load  of  himbar 
owned  by  Comfort  Bird  and  Isreal  Jenkins  and  thrown  overboard  in  a  stonn  and  for 
which  lose  the  French  could  not  be  held  responsible.  The  nnderwriten  on  Hdi 
J,  t  re  entitled  to  recover  bat  $3,406.53  by  reason  of  the  aeisara  1^  Iki 
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French,  being  85.163  per  cent  of  the  amonnt  underwritten  by  them,  respectively. 
Their  losses  on  this  policy  are  therefore  as  follows,  viz: 

Crowell  Hatch $851.63 

Tuthill  Hubbart •- 851.63 

Comelius  Durant 861.63 

Benjamin  Homer 425.82 

Nathaniel  FeUowes 425.82 

The  value  of  the  property  at  risk  exceeded  the  amount  for  which  iusnred,  and  the 
loss  paid  by  the  underwriters  arose  from  the  robbery  by  the  French  and  payment 
of  salvage. 

March  21, 1800,  Charles  Si^umey  and  Martin  Blake  procured  from  the  Boston 
Marine  Insurance  Ck)mpany  insurance  on  their  merchandise  in  the  sum  of  $1,300, 
paying  therefor  a  premium  of  9  per  cent.  Thereafter  the  Boston  Marine  Insurance 
Company  dnly  paid  the  said  insured  $1,300,  being  in  full  for  a  total  loss  by  reason 
ci  the  robbery  by  the  French  and  pavment  of  salvage.  The  value  of  the  property 
mt  Hb\l  exceeded  the  amount  for  which  insured. 

March  31,  1800,  Asa  Hammond  effected  in  the  office  of  Abraham  Touro  insurance 
on  bis  merchandise  in  the  sum  of  $1,200,  payinu:  therefor  a  premium  of  18  percent, 
said  policy  being  underwritten  by  the  /olio wing  persons,  citizens  of  the  United 
States,  each  in  the  sum  set  opposite  his  name,  viz: 

William  Smith $600.00 

TuthUl  Hubbart 600.00 

Thereafter  Abraham  Touro,  as  agent,  paid  the  insured  the  sum  of  $1,064  for  a 
loss  by  reason  of  the  robbery  by  the  French  and  payment  of  salvage.  The  value  of 
the  property  at  risk  exceeiied  the  sum  for  which  insured. 

Each  of  the  above-named  underwriters  suffered  a  loss  of  $532.00  on  this  policy. 

April  10, 1800,  Freeborn  Sisson  effected  in  the  office  of  Abraham  Touro  insurance 
on  his  merchandise  in  the  sum  of  $300,  paying  therefor  a  premium  of  12 J  per  cent, 
8ud  policy  being  underwritten  by  the  following  person,  a  citizen  of  the  United  States: 

John  McLean $300.00 

Thereafter  Abraham  Touro,  as  agent,  duly  paid  the  said  insured  the  sum  of  $^ 
for  a  lose  on  this  policy  by  reason  of  the  robbery  by  the  French  and  payment  of 
salvage.     The  value  of  the  property  at  risk  exceeded  the  sum  for  which  insured. 

The  insurance  allejjed  to  have  been  effected  in  the  office  of  Abraham  Touro  by 
Ebenezer  Barker,  Samuel  Bright,  and  William  Howard,  on  which  Charles  Paine  and 
Francis  Greene  were  underwriters,  is  not  established  bjr  competent  evidence. 

April  4,  1808,  the  administrators  of  Tuthill  Hubbart,  in  consideration  of  $60,000  to 
them  ^d  by  Peter  C.  Brooks,  and  the  assumption  by  the  said  Brooks  of  all  and  any 
liabilities  and  disadvantages  arising  from  his  underwritinc:  in  the  office  of  said 
Brooks,  assigned  to  the  said  Brooks  all  the  right,  title,  and  interest  in  and  to  all 
insurance  done  by  the  said  Hubbart  as  an  underwriter  in  the  office  of  the  said 
Brooks. 

January  7, 1804,  Cornelius  Durant,  for  and  in  consideration  of  $181.77  to  him  paid 
by  Peter  C.  Brooks  and  the  assumption  by  the  said  Brooks  of  any  and  all  liabilities 
and  disadvantages  arising  from  his  underwriting  in  the  office  of  said  Brooks,  assigned 
to  said  Brooks  all  his  right,  title,  and  interest  in  and  to  all  insurance  done  by  him  as 
an  underwriter  in  the  office  of  said  Brooks. 

July  23,  1805,  Benjamin  Homer,  in  consideration  of  $5,000  to  him  paid  by  Peter 
C.  Brooks  and  the  assumption  by  the  said  Brooks  of  any  and  all  liabilities  and  dis- 
advantages arising  from  his  underwriting  in  the  office  of  said  Brooks,  assigned  to 
said  Brooks  all  hi^  right,  title,  and  interest  in  and  to  all  insurance  done  by  him  as 
an  underwriter  in  the  office  of  said  Brooks. 

The  claimants  have  produced  letters  of  administration  on  the  estates  of  the  parties 
for  whom  they  appear,  and  have  otherwise  proved  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  court 
that  the  persons  for  whose  estates  they  have  tiled  claims  are  in  fact  the  same  persons 
who  suffered  loss  by  reason  of  the  seizure  and  condemnation  of  the  schooner  Nep- 
tune, as  set  forth  in  the  preceding  findings. 

Said  claims  were  not  embraced  in  the  convention  between  the  United  States  and 
the  Republic  of  France  concluded  on  the  30th  of  April,  1803.  The^  were  not  claims 
growing  out  of  the  acts  of  France  allowed  and  paid  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the 
provisioDS  of  the  treatv  between  the  United  States  and  Spain  concluded  on  the  22d 
of  February,  1819,  and  were  not  allowed  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the  provisions  of 
the  treatv  between  the  United  States  and  France  of  the  4th  of  July,  1831. 

T^  claimants,  in  their  representative  capacity,  are  the  owners  of  said  c\«ATii%^ 
whidi  have  never  been  assigned  except  as  aforesaid. 


I 


I 
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CONCLU«itO}«l  OF  LAW, 

The  court  decide®  m  concki&iona  of  law  that  said  eeir lire  aod  condemDation 
illegal,  and  Ihe  owneni  ant^  irieurer?  had  vulld  claims  of  indemnity  therefor  npcm  tlie 
French  iJo\'erninent  prior  to  the  ratitimtion  of  the  oonveiition  kVtvieen  the  tJmted 
States  and  tht^  Krt'di-h  Re{iubhc  conehided  on  the  30th  day  of  Septenj ]^»er,  ISOO;  tiMt 
paid  claims  were  r*-lirn|nij"bed  to  Krnnre  by  the  Governuient  of  trie  Cnit*:^!  Stateabf 
^d  tn^aty  m  piirt  consideration  of  the  retini^iiiahment  of  <'ertain  national  claiiTis  of 
Fmnce  a^hist  the  United  :^(at^,  and  thiit  the  cLaimantfi  are  entitlerj  to  the  Mlov- 
ing  auras  from  the  Unite<i  Statce: 

Brooki*  Adnmp,  admini^rator  of  Pet**r  C.  Brooks*  two  thousand  one  han- 

dre<i  ami  twenty-nine  dollars  and  ei^ht  cents,  * ,,<..,,,,.  $2,  ISO. OS 

Georige  G.  Kin|z,  admin  i>itrator  of  Crowell  Hatch  ^  eight  hundred  and  fifty- 

one  dollars  and  eijcty-three  cente ._ 851^03 

A*  ifl  w  re n ce  Lo^  ei I  *  ad m i  ni±^t ra tor  of  Nathaniel  F^UIo  wee,  foil r  h und red 

and  I  «*enty*five  dollan*  anil  eigh  ty-t  wo  cents , ,         ISS*  H2 

Thomas  N.  Perk  in  9,  adminifttratoror  John  C.  Jone?,  aij  hundred  dollars..  6C0. 00 
Frank  Dabney.  adminiBtrator  of  Samuel  W,  fV^meroy,  aix  hundred  dollaia.  WQ.  00 
Jame^  G.  Freeman,  receiver  of  the  Boston  Marine  Insurance  Co mpany,  one 

thousand  three  hundred  doHara - - ^,-     1^ 3D0. 00 

William  8,  Carter,  adminietratorof  William  Smithy  five  hundred  and  thirty^ 

two  dollars, ,, .„ .,.-.- -,,„,-,,*„,, .....        iiSS.ttl 

JohQ  Lou'ell,  adminiitrator  of  Tdthill  Hubbart,  fire  btindred  and  thiny- 

two  dol  lars . ...^. ,,,,-,.,,., ,,.,..,,... ,,,,.*,..,*,,. __.        53S.  00 

Francis  M,  Boul^ell,  administTator  of  John  McLean,  two  buntlred  and 

Bixly-eix  dolUrs . . ., , 391, 00 

Samuel  Ablxitt  Kovvle,  ad m in i^ rater  of  George  Makepeace,  foor  hnndred 

and  eighty-nine  dollars  and  eighty-six  cents ,.^ 489, M 

Amounting  in  ail  to  sex  en  thousand  Eeven  hundretl  and  tweoty-iix 
dollar?!  and  thirty~ni  ne  eents  -..-,, _.,  ^ »...,..,,._, .     7,  Tflfi*  39 

The  owners  of  the  vessel  and  cargo  (with  the  exeeption  of  Geor^  Makepeace  1  axv 
not  in  court. 

By  rmm  Coum^ 
Filed  April  1,  11107, 

A  true  copy. 

Test  thia  llth  day  oi  Deoemberr^  J007. 
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60thConobbs8,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  1  Document 
1st  Session,      f  |    No.  340. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  SCHOONER  LITTLE  FANNY. 


IJRCTEB  FROM  THE  ASSISTANT  CI^BE  OF  THE  C0T7BT  OF  CLAIMS 
TRAKSMITTINO  A  COPY  OF  THE  CONCLUSIONS  OF  LAW  AND 
OF  FACT  IN  THE  FRENCH  SPOLIATION  CASES  RELATING  TO 
THE  SCHOONER  LITTLE  FANNY,  PETER  FOSDIOK,  MASTER. 


DacBMBKB  12,  1907. — Beferred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 


Court  op  Claims, 
Washington^  D,  C,  December  11  ^  1907. 
Sib:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  C^ourt  of  Claims,  I  transmit  here- 
with the  conclusions  of  fac^and  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January 
20,  1885,  in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  find- 
ings by  the  court  relating  to  the  vessel  schooner  Little  Fanny ^  Peter 
Fosdick,  master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hod.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


{Oomt  of  Clalma.    French  spoliations.    Act  of  January  20, 1885;  23  Stat  L.,  283.    Vol.  1,  Supplement 

to  B.  S.,  2d  ed.,  471.    Vessel  sebooner  lAUU  Fanny,  Peter  Fosdick,  master.] 
Mo.  of 
eaae.  Claimant. 

657.    Elijah  K.  Habbard,  administrator  of  Jacob  Sebor,  v.  The  United  States. 
865.    The  President  and  Directors  of  the  Insurance  Company  of  North  America  «, 

The  United  States. 
917.    Richard  Irwin,  administrator  of  James  Scott,  v.  The  United  States. 
1256.    T.  B.  Bleeker,  jr.,  and  Charles  C.  Leary,  receivers  of  the  New  York  Insurance 

Company,  t;.  The  United  States. 
1446.    The  Pennsylvania  Company  of  Insurance  for  Lives,  etc.,  administrator  of 
Thomas  M.  Willing,  v.  The  United  States. 
William  Brooke- Raw le,  administrator  of  Jesse  Wain,  v.  The  United  States. 
Samuel  Bell,  administrator  of  John  G.  Wachsmuth,  ?•.  The  United  States. 
George  Blight,  administrator  of  Peter  Blight,  v.  The  United  States. 
Thomas  F.  Bayard,  administrator  of  Thomas  W.  Francis,  v.  The  United 

States. 
George  Willing,  administrator  of  George  Willing,  v.  The  United  States. 
Robert  W.  Smith,  administrator  of  Rol)ert  Smith,  v.  The  United  States. 
Charles  D.  Vasse,  administrator  of  Ambrose  Vasse,  r.  The  United  States. 
Charles  Prager,  administrator  of  Mark  Prager,  r.  The  United  Statt-s. 
Crawford  Dawes  Henning,  administrator  of  James  Crawford,  v.  The  United 

States. 
Francis  R.  Pemberton,  administrator  of  John  Clifford,  v.  The  United  States. 
Crawford  Dawes  Henning,  administrator  of  Abijah  Dawes,  v.  The  United 

States. 
A.  Loais  Eakin,  administrator  of  Chandler  Price,  v.  The  United  States. 
1682.     Henry  E.  Young,  administrator  of  William  Craig,  v.  The  United  States. 
XI46.    Joseph  Ogden,  surviving  executor,  etc,  of  Jane  Ann  Ferrers,  t\  The  United 
Steteo. 
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No.  of 

2701, 
4270. 
5189. 

5190. 

5419, 


Clalmniit. 
GeoTfife  F.  Scriha,  ftdminiEtrator  of  George  Scribtt*  t?*  The  United  State*. 
Saniuel  J.  RaDdall^  a-Jminisiitrator  of  Matthew  Kaudail,  v.  The  Unit^ti  StatesL 
Joi^ph  Of^den,  surviTiug  eiecator^  etc.,  of  Jane  Ann  Ferrers,  v.  The  United 

Jo!?«ph  Ogdeo,  surviving  eKecutoT,  etc,  of  Jane  Ann  Fert^re,  u.  The  United 

States. 
Henry  Ogdetip  administrator  of  Jamee  Beton,  v.  The  United  Statea 

Theee  casei  were  tried  beforii  Uie  Court  of  Olaioia  on  the  12th  day  of  I^OTember, 

1907. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  William  T.  8.  Curtie,  Theodore  J,  Pickett,  and 
ThoiniAJ^  iStoke^T  eaf^a.,  and  the  United  States,  defendftntfl^  t>y  the  Attorney-GerjeraJ, 
throum^h  hi^  a^ietant  in  the  Department  M  Justi(^»  John  W.  Trainer,  eeq.j  with  whom 
wjta  Assistant  Attorney-General  J,  A,  Van  Orpdel. 

FlIffDINOfl  or  FACT* 

The  conrtj  apon  the  evidence-,  and  after  bearing  the  aTgoments  and  considerinff  tbe 

Kiime  with  the  briefs  of  conn  Bel  on  each  side,  determine  the  £aet£  t/zi  be  at?  follows; 

L  The  schooner  Litilf  Fannys  whereof  Peter  Foidick  wa«  then  ma^^ter,  saiietcl  on  ft 
commtert^'ial  voyage  on  or  abont  Dec;ember  S,  17^,  bound  fur  Surinam,  where  *h0 
diiJv  arrived,  and  sailed  from  thence  early  io  the  month  oi  April*  1799,  bouad  for 
Philadelphia.  While  rjeat'efnlly  parpuin|;  her  said  yoyaj?©  to  Philadelphia  wh^  waa 
seized  on  the  high  seas'  hy  the  Freiich  privateer  AUiat'ty  and  conducted  to  St.  Johna, 
P.  R.  Thereafter,  to  wit,  Jmae9,  17y9,  both  v^^e^rel  and  cargo  were  condeinne^l  aa 
good  prise  hy  decree  of  the  tribunal  of  commerce  and  prices  sitting  at  Basseterre  in 
the  island  of  Guadeloupe,  and  ordered  sold  for  the  t>euefit  of  the  captori,  whereby 
the  same  l>ei'ame  a  total  loss  to  the  owners  thereof. 

The  groimde  oi  cotidenination  an  stated  in  the  decree  were  as  follows,  to  wit: 

'^That  the  vessel  earned  a  commi^^ion  from  the  President  of  the  tJnited  Btatea. 

''That  according  to  the  Me  d^^qtupag**  it  api^ears  that  Benjamin  Liewis^  puper^ 
cargo  of  the  vessel^  18  an  Englishman,  arid  that  there  does  not  exist  any  d«>eument 
which  provea  that  he  is  a  nattimliaed  evti^seij  of  the  tJnited  States  ai  is  stated  in  the 
r61e  d'rM[uipage^  as  there  haa  not  been  found  any  paj>er  proving  since  what  time  be 
ha£t  become  an  American,  and  at  what  time  he  has  transferred  his  residen<^  to  Ibe 
United  Stat*s9, 

*'  That  amo[ig  tiie  papers^  delivered  by  the  captain  at  the  time  of  his  seixurs  therv 
\\ii»  no  ««ia-letten  invoice,  nor  bill  of  lading,  eitcept  a  bill  of  ladin^r  relating  to  a  prs- 
yioQS  voyare," 

II.  The  lAltU  Fanny  waa  a  dulv  registered  vessel  of  the  United  States  of  lOSff 
tons  burthen,  built  in  the  State  of  Virginia  in  the  year  1795,  and  owned  solely  by 
Matthew  Randall,  a  citizen  of  the  Unit^  States,  residing  in  Philadelphia. 

III.  The  cargo  of  the  Little  Fhnny  at  the  time  of  said  seizure  consisted  of  salt,  beef, 
hams,  corn,  and  similar  articles,  together  with  coffee  and  cotton,  bat  the  neutrality 
and  ownership  of  the  same  is  not  e6tablishe<l  by  competent  evidence. 

IV.  The  losses  to  said  Matthew  Randall  by  reason  of  the  seizure  and  condemna- 
tion of  said  vea«el  were  as  follows: 

Value  of  vessel ^,080 

Freight  earnings 1, 700 

Premium  <^f  insurance  paid  (excluding  premium  on  insurance  effected  after 
capture) 400 

Amounting  in  all  to 6, 180 

Deduct  insurance  received 3, 920 


i 


• 


Net  loss 2,280 

V.  December  11, 1798,  Matthew  Randall  effected,  through  the  office  of  Wharton  A 
Lewis,  insurance  on  the  vessel  in  the  sum  of  $2,000,  paying  therefor  a  premium  of 
20  per  cent,  said  i>oIicy  being  underwritten  by  the  following  persons,  each  in  the 
sum  set  opposite  his  name,  viz: 

James  Yard fit  000 

Simon  Walker 500 

Aml)roee  Vasse iOO 


»^--^ 


Thereafter  Wharton  <&  Lewis^  as  agents,  paid  the  insured  $1,960,  being  in  foil  1 
'  loss  on  the  above  policy,  less  the  customary  abatement  of  2  per  cent* 
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May  6,  1799,  Matthew  Randall  effected  insurance  through  the  oflBce  of  Wharton  & 
Lewis  on  the  vessel  in  the  sum  of  $2,000,  paying  therefor  a  premium  of  10  per  cent, 
said  i>olicy  being  underwritten  by  the  following  persons,  each  in  the  sum  set  oppo- 
site his  name,  viz ; 

Pragers&Co $1,000 

Peter  Blight 1,000 

Thereafter  Wharton  <&  Lewis,  as  agents,  paid  the  insured  $1,960,  being  in  fall  for 
a  total  loss  on  the  above  policy,  less  the  customary  abatement  of  2  per  cent. 

There  was  also  effected  by  Matthew  Randall  insurance  on  the  cargo  in  the  offices 
of  Wharton  &  Lewis,  of  John  Ferrers,  insurance  broker  of  New  York,  the  Insurance 
Company  of  North  America,  and  the  New  York  Insurance  Company,  but  the  neu- 
trality of  the  cargo  not  having  been  shown  no  recovery  can  be  had  for  insurance 
effected  thereon. 

There  was  also  effected  by  Matthew  Randall  insurance  on  the  freight  of  said 
yeesel  in  the  office  of  John  Ferren*,  of  New  York,  the  same  being  underwritten  by 
▼arious  oersons,  but  no  proof  of  the  payment  of  said  policy  is  shown. 

The  nrm  of  Pragers  &  Co.  was  composed  of  Mark  Prager,  jr.,  and  John  Prager. 
Mark  Prager,  jr.,  was  the  surviving  partnt  r. 

Ambrose  Vasse,  Pragers  &  Co.,  and  Peter  Blight,  insurers  on  the  above  policies^ 
were  citizens  of  the  United  States. 

The  claimants  have  produced  letters  of  administration  on  the  estates  of  the  parties 
for  whom  they  appear,  and  have  otherwise  proved  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  court 
that  the  persons  tor  whose  estates  they  have  nled  claims  are  in  fact  the  same  persons 
who  suffered  loss  by  reason  of  the  seizure  and  condemnatoin  of  the  schooner  LUtle 
Ibnny  as  set  forth  in  the  precedinf^  findings. 

8aid  claims  were  not  embraced  in  the  convention  between  the  United  States  and 
the  Republic  of  France  concluded  on  the  30th  of  April,  1803.  They  were  not  claims 
growing  out  of  the  acts  of  France  allowed  and  paid  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the  pro- 
visions of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States  and  Spain  concluded  on  the  22d  of 
February,  1819,  and  were  not  allowed  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the  provisions  of  the 
treaty  between  the  United  States  and  France  of  the  4th  of  July,  1831. 

The  claimants  in  their  representative  capacity  are  the  owners  of  said  claims  which 
have  never  been  assigned  except  as  aforesaid. 

CONCLUSIONS  OF  LAW. 

The  court  decides  as  conclusions  of  law  that  the  seizure  and  condemnation  of  the 
cargo  were  legal  and  claimants  are  not  entitled  to  recover  therefor  under  the  authority 
of  me  BeUey^  Wyman  (36  C.  Cls.  R.,  256);  that  the  seizure  and  condemnation  of  the 
vessel  were  illegal  and  the  owners  and  insurers  had  valid  claims  of  indemnity  there- 
for upon  the  French  Government  prior  to  the  ratification  of  the  convention  between 
the  United  States  and  the  French  Republic  concluded  on  the  30th  day  of  Septem- 
ber, 1800;  that  said  claims  were  relinquished  to  France  by  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  by  said  treaty  in  part  consideration  of  the  relinquishment  of  certain 
national  claims  of  France  against  the  United  States,  and  that  the  claimants  are 
entitled  to  the  following  sums  from  the  United  States: 

Samuel  J.  Randall,  administrator  of  Matthew  Randall,  two  thousand  two 

hundred  and  sixty  dollars $2,260.00 

Charles  D.  Vasse,  administrator  of  Ambrose  Vasse,   four  hundred  and 

ninety  dollars 490.00 

CharW  Prager,  administrator  of  Mark  Prager,  jr.,  for  and  on  behalf  of 

Pra^rs  &  Co.,  nine  hundred  and  eighty  dollars 980. 00 

Francis  A.  Lewis,  administrator  of  Peter  Blight,  nine  hundred  and  eighty 

dollars 980.00 


Amounting  in  all  to  four  thousand  seven  hundred  and  ten  dollars. .    4, 710. 00 

James  Yard  and  Simon  Walker,  underwriters  on  the  above-named  policy,  are  not 
in  court 

The  other  claimants  herein  have  proved  no  valid  claims. 

£t  the  Coubt. 
filed  December  2, 1907. 
A  true  copy. 

Teet  this  11th  day  of  December,  1907. 
[SBAL.]  John  Randolph, 

Assistant  Clerk  Court  o/  Clalma, 


60th  CONGBE88,  ) 

Ut  Session.      | 


HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES,  j  Document 

1    No.  341. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  SCHOONER  BENJA. 


LETTER  FROM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  0OT7BT  OF  CLAIMS 
TRANSMITTING  A  COPY  OF  THE  CONCLUSIONS  OF  LAW  AND  OF 
FACT  IN  THE  FRENCH  SPOLIATION  CASES  RELATING  TO  THE 
SCHOONER  BENJA,  SAMUEL  O.  ROW,  MASTER. 


DacBMBEB  12, 1907.— Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 


Court  op  Claims, 
Washington,  2>.  C,  December  11^  1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit  here- 
with the  conclusions  of  fact  and  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January 
20, 1885,  in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  findings 
by  the  court  relating  to  the  vessel  schooner  Benja,  Samuel  O.  Row, 
master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Clai/ms. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  Bouse  of  Representatives. 


[Court  of  Clalma.    French  spoliatioiiB.    Act  of  January  20, 1885;  23  Stat.  L.,  283.    Vol.  1,  Supplement 
to  R,  8.,  2d  ea.,  47L    Vessel  schooner  Benja,  Samuel  O.  Row,  master.  ] 


No.  of 

301. 
2244. 
2999. 


8462. 


Claimant. 
Charlee  F.  Adams,  administrator  of  Peter  C.  Brooks,  v.  The  UDited  States. 
Geoi^  6.  King,  administrator  of  Crowell  Hatch,  v.  The  United  States. 
Nathan  Matthews,  jr.,  administrator  of  Daniel  Sargent,  v.The  United  States. 
Chandler  Bobbins,  administrator  of  Joseph  Russell,  surviving  partner  of 
Jeffrey  A  Russel,  v.  The  United  States. 

Charles  T.  Lovering,  administrator  of  Joseph  Taylor,  v.  The  United  States. 
Thomas  N.  Perkins,  administrator  of  John  C.  Jones,  v.  The  United  States. 
John  Lowell,  jr.,  administrator  of  Tuthill  Hubbart,  v.  The  United  States. 
William  6.. Perry,  administrator  of  Nicholas  Gilman,  v.  The  United  States. 


PRBLIMINABT  STATEMENT. 


These  CSMB  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  25th  day  of  February,  1907. 

The  claimantB  were  represented  by  William  T  S.  Curtis  and  Theodore  J.  Pickett, 
and  the  United  Sti^es^  defendants,  bv  the  Attorney-General  through  his  aflsistant  in 
the  Department  of  Justice,  John  W.  Trainer,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney- 
General  Joaiah  A«  Van  OrsdeL 


2  8CHOONBB   BEKJA. 

CONCLUSIONS  OF  FACT. 

I.  The  Hchooner  Benja,  whereof  Samuel  O.  Row  was  master,  MuIed  on  m  commer- 
cial voyage  ou  or  about  the  Ist  day  of  July,  1799,  bound  to  Barbadoes.  WhUe 
peacefully  purauing  said  voyage  she  was  seize<i  on  the  high  seas  on  or  about  the  9th 
(lay  of  August,  in  the  year  1799,  by  the  French  privateer  Espoir^  Captain  Melse,  and 
carriiKl  to  the  island  of  Guadaloupe,  and  on  the  13th  day  of  the  said  month  of 
August,  both  vessel  and  cargo  were  condemned  and  ordered  sold  for  the  benefit  of 
the  captors  by  the  tribunal  of  commerce  and  prizes  sitting  at  Basseterre,  Guadaloupe, 
whereby  they  became  a  total  loss  to  the  owners  thereof. 

The  ground  of  condemnation  as  set  forth  in  the  decree  was  as  follows: 

**  Considering  from  the  papers  analyzed  and  those  examined  it  is  certain  that  the 

captain  of  the  said  schooner  had  no  rCAe  d'^uipage,  but  a  simple  agreement  not 

beariujg  the  signature  of  anv  public  officer." 

II.  The  Benja  was  a  dulv  registered  vessel  of  the  United  States  of  46^*  tons  bar- 
then,  built  in  the  State  of  Mas.-achusetts  in  the  year  1798,  and  was  ownea  solely  by 
Ezra  Whitney,  a  citizen  of  the  United  States,  residing  in  Boston,  in  the  said  State. 

III.  The  cargo  of  the  Benja  consiste<i  of  beans,  candles,  fish,  fiour,  rice,  and 
tobacco,  and  was  owned  by  the  said  Ezra  Whitney  and  Joseph  Clark,  likewise  m 
citizen  of  the  United  States. 

IV.  The  losses  to  the  owners  by  reason  of  the  seizure  and  condemnation  of  the 
Benja  and  cargo  were  as  follows: 

Value  of  vessel 11,840 

Value  of  car^o 2,084 

Freight  earnings 767 

Premiums  of  insurance  paid 006 

Amounting  in  all  to 6, 357 

Deduct  insurance  received 3,700 

Net  loss 1,657 

V.  July  12,  1799,  said  Joseph  Clark  effected  insurance  in  the  office  of  Peter  C. 
Brooks  in  the  sum  of  $1,300  on  the  cargo  and  outfits  of  the  said  schooner,  paying 
therefor  a  premium  of  18  per  cent,  by  a  policy  underwritten  by  the  following  persona, 
citizens  of  the  United  States,  each  in  the  sum  set  opposite  his  name,  vix: 

William  Smith |700 

Crowell  Hatch 600 

November  27,  1799,  said  Brooks,  as  agent,  duly  paid  the  said  assured  the  amount 
of  said  policy*  as  and  for  a  total  loss,  the  same  being  a  loss  to  each  of  said  undef^ 

writers  of  the  sum  subscribed  by  him. 

December  16,  1801,  William  Smith  in  conpideration  of  $3,715.50  to  him  \iA\d  by 
Peter  C.  Brooks  and  the  assumption  by  said  Brooks  of  all  disadvantages  arising  from 
bis  underwriting  in  the  office  of  said  Brooks,  assigned  to  said  Brooks  all  his  right, 
title,  and  interest  in  and  to  all  insurance  done  by  him  as  an  underwriter  in  the 
olbce  of  the  said  Brooks. 

VI.  July  27,  1799,  said  Ezra  Whitney  effected  insurance  in  the  office  of  Joseph 
Taylor  in  tlie  sum  of  $2,400,  whereof  one-half  was  on  the  said  vessi*!  and  one-balf 
on  the  cargo,  paying  therefor  a  premium  of  18  per  cent  by  a  policy  of  insurance 
underwritten  by  the  following  persons,  citizens  of  the  United  States,  each  in  the 
sum  set  opposite  bis  name,  viz: 

John  C.  Jones $500 

Jeffrey  &  Ru.-sell 500 

Tutbill  Hubbart 500 

Daniel  Sargent 600 

Nicholas  Oilman 400 

December  31,  1799,  said  Joseph  Taylor,  as  ag€»nt,  duly  paid  the  said  assure*!  tlie 
amount  of  said  policy,  as  and  for  a  total  loss,  the  same  biiing  a  loss  to  each  of  said 
underwriters  of  the  sum  subscribed  by  him. 

The  firm  of  Jeffrey  &  Russ^dl  was  composed  of  Patrick  Jeffrey  and  Joeeph  Russell, 
the  last  named  being  the  survivor  of  8ai(l  firm. 

VII.  The  claimants  herein  have  produced  letters  of  administration  upon  the 
estates  of  the  parties  fnr  \\  ln»in  tb(\v  appear,  an<l  have  otherwise  proved  tn  the  fiatii»> 
faction  of  the  court  that  the  persona  for  whose  estates  they  have  filed  claims  are  in 
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fMt  the  nine  peraons  who  suffered  loss  by  reason  of  the  seizure  and  condemnation  of 
the  schooner  ^^'a,  as  set  forth  in  the  preceding  findings. 

Said  claims  were  not  embraced  in  the  convention  between  the  United  States  and 
the  Republic  of  France  concluded  on  the  30th  day  of  April,  1803.  They  were  not 
dmims  growing  out  of  the  acts  of  France  allowed  and  paid  in  whole  or  in  part  under 
the  provisions  of  the  treaty  between  the  United  Stat^  and  Spain  concluded  on  the 
22d  day  of  February,  1819,  and  were  not  allowed  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the  pro- 
yimons  of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States  and  France  of  the  4th  of  July,  1831. 

The  claimants,  in  their  representative  capacity,  are  the  owners  of  said  claims  which 
have  never  been  assigned  except  as  aforesaid. 

CONCLUSIONS  OF  LAW. 

The  conrt  decides  as  conclusions  of  law  that  said  seizure  and  condemnation  were 
illegal,  and  the  owners  and  insurers  had  valid  claims  of  indemnity  therefor  upon  the 
French  Government  prior  to  the  ratification  of  the  convention  between  the  United 
States  and  the  French  Republic,  concluded  on  the  30th  day  of  September,  1800;  that 
said  claims  were  relinquished  to  France  by  the  Government  of  the  United  States  by 
nid  treaty  in  part  consideration  of  the  relinquishment  of  certain  national  claims  of 
France  against  the  United  States;  and  that  the  claimants  are  entitled  to  the  following 
mms  from  the  United  States: 

Charles  F.  Adams,  administrator  of  Peter  C.  Brooks,  seven  hundred  dollars.  $700. 00 

Geoi^  G.  King,  administrator  of  Crowell  Hatch,  six  hundred  dollars  ....  600. 00 

Thomas  N.  Penuns,  administrator  of  John  C.  Jones,  five  hundred  dollars.  600. 00 

John  Lowell,  Jr.,  administrator  of  Tuthill  Hubbart,  five  hundred  dollars..  600. 00 
Chandler  Robbins,  administrator  of  Joseph  Russell,  surviving  partner  of 

Jeffrev  &  Russell,  five  hundred  dollars 600.00 

Nathan  Matthews,  jr. ,  administrator  of  Daniel  Sargent,  five  hundred  dollars.  600. 00 

William  G.  Perry,  administrator  of  Nicholas  Gilman,  four  hundred  dollars.  400. 00 

Three  thousand  Heven  hundred  dollars 3,700.00 

No  persons  claiming  to  represent  Ezra  Whitney  and  Joseph  Clark,  owners  of  the 
vesnl  and  cargo  respectively,  have  appeared  herein. 

By  the  Coubt. 
FUed  March  4,  1907. 
A  true  copy. 

Test  this  11th  day  of  December,  1907. 
[■■AL.]  John  Randolph, 

Amttard  CAerk  Court  of  ClaxmM. 


eOTHCSoNOKBfls, )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  J  Document 
let  Session.      (  j    No.  342. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  BRIG  FRANKLIN. 


LETTER  FBOM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLESK  OF  THE  00T7BT  OF  CliAIMS 
TRANSMITTING  A  COPY  OF  THE  CONCLUSIONS  OF  LAW  AND  OF 
FACT  IN  THE  FRENCH  SPOLIATION  CASES  RELATING  TO  THE 
BRIG  FRANKLIN,  ANDREW  MORRIS,  MASTER. 


DaoiMBXR  12,  1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 


Court  op  Claims, 
Washingtoii^  D.  C,^  December  11^  1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit  here- 
with the  conclusions  of  fact  and  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January 
20,  1885,  in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  find- 
ings by  the  court  relating  to  the  vessel  brig  Franklin^  Andrew  Morris, 
master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Ccrart  of  Claims.    French  spoliations.    Act  of  January  20, 1886,  23  Stat  L.,  288.    (Vol.  1,  Supplement 
to  B.  S.,  2d  ed.,  47L)     Vessel  brig  FranUin,  Andrew  Morris,  master.] 

^J2^  Claimant 

744.    The  Insurance  Company  of  the  State  of  Pennsylvania  v.  The  United  Statet. 

PBBLIMINABT  STATEMENT. 

This  case  was  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  12th  day  of  November,  1907. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  William  T.  8.  Curtis,  Theodore  J.  Pickett,  and 
Thomas  Stokes,  esqs.,  and  the  United  States,  defendants,  by  the  Attorney-General, 
through  his  assistant  in  the  Department  of  Justice,  John  W.  Trainer,  esq.,  with 
whom  was  Assistant  Attorney-General  J.  A.  Van  Orsdel. 

FINDINGS  OP  FACT. 

The  court  upon  the  evidence  and  after  hearing  the  arguments  and  considering  the 
same  with  the  briefs  of  counsel  on  each  side,  determine  the  facts  to  be  as  follows: 

I.  The  briff  Franklin^  Andrew  Morris,  master,  sailed  on  a  commercial  voyage  from 
New  York  Januarv  17,  1798,  bound  for  St.  Bartholomew,  and  then  to  French  San 
Dominffo.  On  February  12,  1798,  the  brig  Franklin  struck  a  ledge  off  Antigua,  and 
when  dear  of  the  ledge  proceeded  into  St.  John  for  such  repairs  as  might  be  neces- 
■tfj.    She  left  St  John  on  February  13,  again  bound  for  St  Bartholomew.    WhUft 
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Tbe  conrt  decider  as  concluejoni  of  1ft w  tlmt  saifl  aeinire  and  cond emtiatioi]  were 
illej?al,  aad  th«  ownersi  and  insurers  had  valid  tlaimii  of  tmlemnity  ther*ffor  upon  the 
Ffench  ifovernment  prif»r  to  the  t^tifiriitioa  «f  the  eonveivtion  Lietweeii  the  United 
8tat<^(r  and  the  Fivach  Republic  coDclmled  oti  the  30th  day  of  Septemi>er,  18*Xfc;  that 
said  elftimeai  wert^  ivlmiiuis-hed  to  Frantt?  liy  the  Goverjiment  af  the  l'nitt?d  !?ll4it*«  hr 
eaid  tnaty  in  part  t^njit^idenition  of  thi^  relinquishment  of  certain  national  el  aim*  of 
Fmnce  atraiUBt  the  Uniti-Hil  States,  and  that  the  elaimants  are  entitled  to  the  follow- 
ing sums  from  the  United  States: 

Bronks  Adamst  admmtstrfttor  of  Peter  C,  Brooks,  two  thousand  one  hun- 
dred and  twenty-ninr  Hriliary  and  L>ight  cents, ...- ..-,..-,,.....  $2|  Ilid, OS 

GeoTjfeG*  Kinir,  administrator  of  Crowell  Hatcbi  eight  hundred  and  fifty- 
one  dollars aufl  nixty-three  cents .,,„.,,,,,*. ,..,        85L63 

A.  Lawrence  Lowidl,  aiiniini^trator  of  Kathaniel  Falbweflf  four  hundr^ 
and  twenty-five  dollars  and  eighty-two  cents ,., ,,*„.        43!&, 82 

Thomas  N.  iVrkins,  administrator  or  John  C.  Jon^  air  hundred  dollars.  ^        600.  CO 

Fran k  Dab ney ♦  ^\ n\ i  nistrator  of  Sam uel  W ,  I  Vimeroy ,  ei x  h und reti  dol lam .        600, 00 

Jamen  It.  Frt^man,  receiver  of  the  Etijatoii  Marine  Insurance  COm|janyf  ona 
thousand  three  liundrtMi  dollars , 1, 300. 00 

Wilhatn  8.  Carter,  administrator  of  William  Smith,  five  hundred  and  thirty- 
two  dollars -  - -,-._.. R32. 00 

Jobn  Lowell,  administrator  of  Tu thill  Hubbart,  ^\e  hundred  and  thirty- 
two  dollars -  -  - - -  -  -  - 6SS^  00 

Francis  M,  BoutwelJ,  adminiatrEtor  of  John  McLean,  two  hundred  and 
eixly^^x  dollars. -. 266* 00 

Samuel  Alil«tt  l^>wle.  admmistratorof  George  Makepeai^e,  four  hundred 
and  eighty -nine  dollar  and  eighty-eix  cents,,.,,,,,,,,,,,,.,*. 480-  86 

Amounting  in  all  to  seven  thousand  s>Qven  hundred  and  twenty-six 
dollars  and  thirty-nine  centfl .* 7*  73$,  3ff 

The  owners  of  the  Teasel  and  cargo  (with  the  excepUon  ol  Georgpe  Makeprajee)  aiv 

not  in  court. 

By  th*  Cocnu 
Filed  April  U  IW7. 

A  true  copy. 

Teat  tills  Uth  day  of  Deoaruber,  1D07. 

Amdant  Cierk  QmH  of  CEatma. 


I 


I 


eOTHCoNGKBfls,  {  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES,  j  Document 
1st  Session.      )  (    No.  340. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  SCHOONER  LITTLE  FANNY. 


LETTER  FROM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLERK  OF  THE  COURT  OF  CLAIMS 
TRANSMITTING  A  COPY  OF  THE  CONCLUSIONS  OF  LAW  AND 
OF  FACT  IN  THE  FRENCH  SPOLIATION  CASES  RELATING  TO 
THE  SCHOONER  LITTLE  FANNY,  PETER  FOSDICR,  MASTER. 


DxcKMBEB  12,  1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 


Court  op  Claims, 
Washington^  D.  C,  December  11,  1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  C^ourt  of  Claims,  1  transmit  here- 
with the  conclusions  of  fact>and  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January 
20,  1885,  in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  find- 
ings by  the  court  relating  to  the  vessel  schooner  Little  Fanny ^  Peter 
Fosdick,  master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  RepresentatiA)es. 


lOoort  of  CUdmB.    French  spoliations.    Act  of  January  20, 1885;  23  Stat  L.,  283.    Vol.  1,  Supplement 
^.    .    . TLitti<jJ "     "' 


No.  of 


to  R.  S.,  2d  ed.,  471.    Vessel  sehooner  lAmt  Fanny,  Peter  Fosdick,  master.] 
Claimant. 

d67.     Elijah  K.  Hubbard,  administrator  of  Jacob  Sebor,  v.  The  United  States. 
866.    The  President  and  Directors  of  the  Insurance  Company  of  North  America  v. 

The  United  States. 
917.     Richard  Irwin,  administrator  of  James  Scott,  v.  The  United  States. 
1256.    T.  B.  Bleeker,  jr.,  and  Charles  C.  Leary,  receivers  of  the  New  York  Insurance 

Company,  v.  The  United  States. 
1446.    The  Pennsylvania  Company  of  Insurance  for  Lives,  etc.,  administrator  of 
Thomas  M.  Willing,  v.  The  United  States. 
William  Brooke- Raw le,  administrator  of  Jesse  Wain,  v.  The  United  States. 
Samuel  Bell,  administrator  of  John  G.  Wachsmuth,  r.  The  United  States. 
George  Blight,  administrator  of  Peter  Blight,  v.  The  United  States. 
Thonias  F.   Bayard,  administrator  of  Thomas  W.   Francis,  v.  The  United 

States. 
George  Willing,  administrator  of  George  Willing:,  v.  The  United  States. 
Robert  W.  Smith,  administrator  of  Robert  Smith,  v.  The  United  States. 
Charles  D.  Vasse,  administrator  of  Ambrose  V^aase,  r.  The  United  States. 
Charles  Pragcr,  administrator  of  Mark  Frager,  i'.  The  United  StaU'S. 
Crawford  Dawes  Henning,  administrator  of  James  Crawford,  v.  The  United 

States. 
Francis  R.  Pemberton,  administrator  of  John  Clifford,  v.  The  United  States. 
Crawford  Dawes  Henning,  administrator  of  Abijah  Dawes,  v.  The  United 

States. 
A.  Louis  Eakin,  administrator  of  Chandler  Price,  v.  The  United  States. 
1682.     Henry  E.  Young,  administrator  of  William  Craig,  v.  The  United  States. 
2148.    Joeepn  Ogden,  surviving  executor,  etc,  of  Jane  Ann  Ferrers,  v.  The  United 
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BRIG    ELIZA. 

^8,  by  the  French  privateer  JJ  Unions  Capt.  Andrew  Scean  (or  Sceaa),  and  car- 
nto  Fort  de  Paix.    On  April  13,  1798,  vessel  and  cargo  were  condemned  by  the 
ch  tribunal  of  prize  sitting  at  Cape  Francais.    The  groands  of  condemnation, 
d  in  the  decree,  were  as  follows: 

Considering  that  there  does  result  from  the  papers,  as  well  maritime  as  eommei^ 
of  the  said  brig,  the  undeniable  proof  that  she  was  bound  for  Port  au  Prince  and 
Mole; 

Considering  that  Port  au  Prince  and  the  Mole  are  ports  rebels  to  the  Republic, 
en  up  to  the  British,  occupied  and  defended  by  the  emigrants  under  the  proteo- 
n  of  the  British  Government; 

''Considering,  finally,  that  the  decree  of  the  commission  delegated  by  the  French 
Dvernment  to  the  Leeward  Islands,  dated  the  6  Nivose  by  the  fifth  year,  and  oon- 
rmed  by  the  decree  of  the  commission,  dated  the  27th  Vendemaire  last,  does  declare 
>  be  good  prize  all  neutral  vessels  taken  bound  to  or  from  the  ports  of  the  Wind- 
ward and  Leeward  Islands,  given  up  to  the  English  occupied  and  defended  by  the 
{migrants." 

IL  The  brig  Eliza  was  a  duly  registered  vessel  of  the  United  States,  of  134  tons 
burden,  built  at  Falmouth,  Mass.,  in  the  vear  1793,  and  was  owned  solely  by  Her- 
man Bake  and  John  Testart,  citizens  of  the  United  States,  composing  the  firm  of 
Bake  &  Testart. 

The  value  of  the  vessel  snd  freight  was  at  least  the  amount  of  insurance  effected 
thereon. 

III.  The  cargo  of  the  brig  Eliza  at  the  time  of  her  capture  consisted  of  floor,  oil, 
gin,  brandy,  salmon,  candles,  soap,  tea,  lard,  hams,  sausages,  almonds,  marble  mor- 
tars, herring,  claret,  looking-glasses,  playing  cards,  traveling  cases,  glassware,  cheese, 
fruits,  meats,  perfumery,  sweetmeats,  and  hair  powder. 

John  6.  Wachsmuth,  a  citizen  of  the  United  States,  was  the  owner  of  an  invoice 
consisting  of  270  baskets  of  fine  oil  and  64  cases  of  red  wine,  composing  a  part  of 
the  cargo.     The  value  of  this  invoice,  estimated  from  prices  current  was  $2,793. 

Lewis  Clapier,  a  citizen  of  the  United  States,  was  the  owner  of  an  invoice  com- 
posing part  of  said  cargo,  consisting  of  miscellaneous  articles,  of  merchandise,  none 
of  which  were  contraband,  the  value  of  which  was  $17,719.83,  exclnding  charges 
and  premiums  of  insurance. 

I V.  The  loss  to  the  said  John  G.  Wachsmuth  consisted  of  the  value  of  the  caigo 
shipped  by  him,  amounting  to  $2,793. 

No  claim  for  loss  is  filed  by  Herman  Bake  and  John  Testart,  the  owners  of  this 
vessel,  or  Lewis  Clapier,  owner  of  part  of  the  cargo. 

V.  March  7,  1798,  Bake  &  Testart  effected  in  the  office  of  the  Insurance  Company 
of  North  America  insurance  on  the  vessel  in  the  sum  of  $5,000,  paying  theretor  a 
premium  of  28  per  cent. 

Thereafter,  Jul]^  3,  1798,  the  said  insurance  company  paid  to  the  said  insured  the 
sum  of  $4,9()0,  being  in  full  for  a  total  loss,  less  the  customary  abatement  of  2  per 
cent. 

On  March  7,  1798,  Bake  &  Testart  effected  in  the  office  of  the  Insurance  Com« 
pany  of  Nortli  America  insurance  on  the  freight  in  the  sum  of  $2,000,  paying  there- 
for a  i)reiniiini  of  liS  per  cent. 

Thereafter,  July  .">,  17t>s,  the  naid  insurance  company  paid  to  the  said  insured  the 
sum  of  $1,1H)0,  heing  in  full  for  a  total  loss,  less  the  customary  al>atement  of  2  per 
cent. 

March  .'i,  IT^KS,  Lewis  Clapier  effected  insurance  on  his  jwrtion  of  the  cargo  in  the 
sum  of  s_>j, (KM),  payiny:  therefor  a  premium  of  lo  percent.  Of  this  insurance  $20,0lH) 
was  effecie*!  in  the  otlice  of  the  Insurance  C-ompany  of  the  SUUe  of  Pennsylvania. 
It  docs  not  apj)ear  where  the  remaining  ^2,CHK)  was  insured,  nor  have  any  claims 
been  Died  therefor. 

Theri'after,  July  2,  1798,  the  said  insurance  company  duly  paid  the  said  imsured 
the  sum  of  $1<S,<U)().()4  in  full  for  a  total  loss,  which  was  an  overpayment  of  $1,186.81, 
the  vaUu'  of  the  cargo  being  ^17,719.83. 

The  Insurance  Company  of  North  America  was  duly  incorporate!  under  the  laws 
of  the  State  of  Pennsylvania  and  empoweretl  to  carry  on  the  business  of  marine 
insurance. 

The  Insurance  Company  of  the  State  of  Pennsylvania  was  duly  incor|>orated  under 
the  laws  of  the  vState  of  Pennsylvania  and  empowered  to  carry  on  the  business  of 
marine  insurance. 

The  ciainumts  have  produced  letters  of  administration  on  the  estates  of  the  partier 
for  whom  they  aj)pear,  and  have  otherwise  prove<l  to  the  patisfa4tion  of  the  cour 
that  the  persons  f^or  whose  estates  they  have  file<l  claims  are  in  fact  the  same  i>en»oD 
who  suffere<l  loss  by  reason  of  the  seizure  and  condemnation  of  the  brig  Elisa,  mbb 
forth  in  the  preceding  lindings. 
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Said  claims  were  not  embraced  in  the  convention  between  the  United  States  and 
the  Repubiic  of  France,  concluded  on  the  30th  of  Aprilj  1803.  They  were  not  claims 
growing  out  of  the  acts  of  France  allowed  and  paid  m  whole  or  m  part  under  the 
provisions  of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States  and  Spain,  concluaed  on  the  22d 
of  Febroarv,  1819,  and  were  not  allowed  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the  provisions  of 
the  treaty  between  the  United  States  and  France  of  the  4th  of  July,  1831. 

The  claimants,  in  their  representative  capacity,  are  the  owners  of  said  claims, 
which  have  never  been  assigned  except  as  aforesaid. 

CONCLUSIONS  OF  LAW. 

The  court  decides  as  conclusions  of  law  that  said  seizure  and  condemnation  were 
illegal,  and  the  owners  and  insurers  had  valid  claims  of  indemnity  theiefur  upon  the 
French  Government  prior  to  the  ratification  of  the  convention  fietween  the  United 
States  and  the  French  Kepublic,  concluded  on  the  30th  day  of  September,  1800; 
that  said  claims  were  relinquished  to  France  by  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  by  said  treaty  in  part  consideration  of  the  relinquishment  of  certain  national 
daima  of  France  against  the  United  States;  and  that  the  claimants  are  entitled  to 
the  following  sums  from  the  United  States: 

Samuel  Bell,  administrator,  etc.,  of  John  Godfrey  Wachsmuth,  two  thou- 
aand  seven  hundred  and  ninety-three  dollars |2, 793. 00 

The  prerident  and  directors  of  the  Insurance  Company  of  North  America, 
■ix  thousand  eight  hundred  and  sixty  dollars 6, 860. 00 

The  Insurance  Company  of  the  State  of  Pennsylvania,  seventeen  thousand 
•even  hundred  and  nineteen  dollars  and  eighty-three  cents 17, 719. 83 

Amounting  in  all  to  twenty-seven  thousand  three  hundred  and 
seventy-two  dollars  and  eighty-three  cents 27, 372. 83 

By  the  Coukt. 
Filed  December  2,  1907. 
A  true  copy. 

Test  this  11th  day  of  December  A.  D.,  1907. 
[■BAL.]  John  Randolph, 

Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims, 
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FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  BRIG  DOVE. 


LETTEB  FBOM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLERK  OF  THE  COTJBT  OF  CLAIMS 
TRANSMITTING  A  COPY  OF  THE  CONCLUSIONS  OF  LAW  AND  OF 
FACT  IN  THE  FRENCH  SPOLIATION  CASES  RELATING  TO  THE 
BRIG  DOVE,  WM.  McN.  WATTS,  MASTER. 


DicncBBB  12, 1907. — Referred  to  the  Ck)minittee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 


Court  of  Claims, 
Washington^  D.  0.^  Decemher  11^  1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  1  transmit  here- 
with the  conclusions  of  fact  and  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January 
20,  1886,  in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  find- 
ings by  the  court  relating  to  the  vessel  brig  Dove^  William  McN.  Watts, 
master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  Hov^e  of  Representatives. 


(Coait  of  Claims.    French  spoliations.    Act  of  January  20, 1886:  23  Stat.  L.,  283.    Vol.  1,  Supplement  to 

R.8..  2d  ed.,  471.    Vessel  brig  Dwt,  William  McN.  Waits,  ma.ster.l 
No.  of 
esse.  Claimant. 

291.     Brook«  Adams,  administrator  of  Peter  C.  Brooks,  v.  The  United  States. 

A.  Lawrence  Lowell,  administrator  of  Nathaniel  Fellowes,  v.  The  United 
States. 
1900.     Georjje  G.  King,  administrator  of  Crowell  Hatch,  v.  The  United  States. 
9010.     Francis  M.  Boutwell,  administrator  of  Thomas  Geyer,  v.  The  United  States. 
8493.     Charles  T.  Lovering,  administrator  of  Joseph  Taylor,  v.  The  United  States. 
William  R.  Trask,  administrator  of  Thomas  Amory,  v.  The  United  States. 
William  G.  Perry,  administrator  of  Nicholas  Gilman,  v.  The  United  States. 

PRELIMINARY   STATEMENT. 

These  cases  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  13th  day  of  March,  1907. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  William  T.  S.  Curtis  and  Theodore  J.  Pickett, 
eeqs.,  and  the  United  States,  defendants,  by  the  Attorney-General,  through  his 
assistant  in  the  Department  of  Justice,  John  W.  Trainer,  esq.,  with  whom  was 
Assistant  Attorney-General  J.  A.  Van  Orsdel. 

CONCLUSIONS   OF   PACT. 

The  coart,  upon  the  evidence  and  after  hearing  the  arguments  and  considering 
the  rame  with  the  briefs  of  counsel  on  each  side,  determine  the  facts  to  be  as  follows: 

I.  The  brig  //ore,  W^illiam  McN.  Watts,  manter,  sailed  on  a  comm(»rcial  voya^ 
from  Rdenton,  N.  C,  on  or  about  May  4,  1798,  bound  to  St.  CroVx.    "WXAW^^^ft- 
folly  pursuing  said  voyage  she  Yid^a  seized  on  the  high  seas  ^la^  ^,  Vl^'^^Xi^  N)c^^ 


FVench  privateer  Neptune^  John  Jacque,  master,  tekeo  to  St.  Martina,  and  aff^rwards 

cotitlemned  as  good  prize  Jm^e  22,  ITOS^  by  the  tribunal  of  commerce  Bitting  al 
BH.^.^eteTre,  in  the  inland  of  Guadeloupe,  whereby  a  loss  arose  on  both  vaffiel  a&d 
caTHo  to  the  owners  thereof* 

The  iole  lejround  of  condemriation,  as  set  forth  in  the  decree,  waa  that  the  vessel*! 
p6Ie  d' equipage  wafl  not  signed  by  a  marine  officer. 

II.  The  Doieyfas  a  dolV  re^tHtered  vesi*^!  of  the  United  States^  of  94  14/95  toni 
burthen,  huiJt  in  Maseeh Ti^etts  in  the  ye&T  17^6,  and  owned  aolely  by  Thotiitt« 
Geyer,  a  citiseu  of  the  Uuiteti  feitates  residing  in  Boston. 

III.  The  car^o  oi  the  VotY  consisted  of  shingles,  boards,  beef,  fish,  pork»  flrmr, 
Indian  corn,  meal,  hams^  apple  sauce^  boots,  ahoes,  dry  good^,  and  lix'e  hofts,  aD<i 
was  owned  by  eaid  Thomas  Geyer  and  William  Mt-N".  Waltp.  tna^iter  of  the  vee^el. 

IV.  The  loBses  to  BEid  Thoniaa  Geyer,  m  far  as  shown  by  the  evidence,  by  fefltOii 
of  the  Bei^ure  and  condemn  a  tton  of  the  I>ovt  were  aa  followat 

Lose  on  veaseL- - *. _ |2, 000,00 

Value  of  hu  portion  of  cargo -.. ., 3,d01.71^ 

Frei*rht  earnings -.,.,.,,--- -_,,.-. 1,  la^.OO 

Premium  of  insurance  paid , ,„. .^*. l^dOO.  00 

Amounting  in  all  to , , ...,,•,*    7,984.75 

Bednet  insurajiee  received ,, .,,,., 8,000.00 

Netlos8 — -- - 2,9»4/75 

It  appears  from  the  evidence  that  pubsecitient  to  the  iiale  of  the  Dot>f  under  tba 
decree  of  the  prize  court  she  was  rerej^istere*!  at  Btieton  in  the  name  of  said  Thoni«i 
Geyer  and  one  Frederick  W.  Gcver,  jr.,  on  December  6,  1798.  It  likewi^  ap]>e«rt 
that  the  underwriten  who  injured  the  ve-Bsel  through  their  a|(?ent  at  Boston,  where 
Baid  insurance  waa  effected,  on  December  12,  I7^J5,  aii  dayp  after  such  reregistmtion. 

Caid  tlie  said  Thorn ae  Geyer  the  sum  of  $2,000  ae  a  lose  arising  thereon  by  reason  of 
er  Beissure  and  condemnation  by  the  French.  The  \om  on  said  vesiel  by  reaeon  ol 
the  premises  was  the  sum  in  which  the  said  Thomas  Geyer  was  reimbursed  by  said 
imder  writers. 

V.  April  25,  n^****  Thomas  Geyer  effert^d  insurance  on  s»id  vessel  and  cargo  in  the 
office  of  Peter  C.  Brooks  in  the  nmu  of  fr>,lXtO,  \h,  on  the  vessel  in  the  sum  of  f 2,000 
and  on  cargo  in  the  bum  of  ^"^.fKlOj  pa^ving  therefor  a  premtum  of  30  per  oent«  by  a 
policy  underwritten  as  loUows: 

Crowoli  Hat^h., _.-„,  |1,0Q0 

Tdthill  fluhVmrt  ._.......,.. .*-.*•.    1,000 

Wiiltaro  Smith ...,-.,,,     1,000 

Nathaniel  Fellowea -** ..,..-.*,,-.-_-«.-.__* . ,.     t, 000 

David  Greene. *. ,. ,,. ,,,,.,,.* 1,000 

December  12,  1798,  said  Crooks,  as  agent,  duly  paid  said  assured  the  sum  of  $5,000 
in  full  for  a  total  loss  by  reason  of  the  premises. 

June  12,  1798,  Samuel  Harris,  as  agent  of  William  McN.  Watts,  effected  inaoranoa 
on  a  portion  of  said  cargo  in  the  ofhc>e  of  Joseph  Taylor  in  the  sum  of  $1,000,  paying 
therefor  a  premium  of  30  per  cent,  by  a  policy  underwritten  as  follows: 

Thomas  Amory $600 

Nicholas  Gilman 500 

June  24,  1799,  said  Joseph  Taylor,  as  agent,  duly  paid  the  said  insured  the  aom 
of  $1, 000  in  full  for  a  total  loss  by  reason  of  the  premises. 

The  property  at  risk  was  of  the  value  of  at  least  the  sum  for  which  inaared.  All 
of  the  above-named  underwriters  were  citizens  of  the  United  Statee. 

April  4,  1808,  the  administrators  of  Tuthill  Hubbart,  for  and  in  consideration  of 
$60,000  to  them  paid  by  Peter  C.  Brooks  and  the  assumption  of  any  and  all  liabili- 
ties and  disadvantages  arising  from  his  underwriting  in  the  office  of  aaid  Brooka, 
assigned  to  said  Brooks  all  his  right,  title,  and  interest  in  and  to  all  inaoranoa  done 
by  him  in  the  office  of  said  Brooks. 

'December  16,  1801,  William  Smith,  for  and  in  consideration  of  $3,715.50  to  him 
paid  by  Peter  0.  Brooks  and  the  assumption  of  any  and  all  liabilities  and  disad- 
vantages arising  from  his  underwriting  in  the  office  of  said  Brooks,  assigned  to  said 
Brooks  all  his  right,  title,  and  interest  in  and  to  all  insurance  done  by  him  aa  an 
underwriter  in  the  office  of  said  Brooks. 

December  23,  1801,  David  Greene,  for  and  in  consideration  of  $6,000  to  him  paid 
by  Peter  0.  Brooks  and  the  assumption  of  any  and  all  liabilitiea  and  diaadvanti^aa 
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Arising  from  his  nnderwriting  in  the  office  of  said  Brooks,  assifirned  to  said  Brooks  all 
his  right,  title,  and  interest  in  and  to  all  insurance  done  by  him  as  an  underwriter 
in  the  office  of  said  Brooks. 

The  claimants  have  produced  letters  of  administration  on  the  estates  on  the  parties 
for  whom  they  appear,  and  have  otherwise  proved  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  court 
that  the  persons  for  whose  estates  they  have  filed  claims  are  in  fact  the  same  per- 
sons who  suffered  loss  by  reason  of  the  seizure  and  condemnation  of  the  brig  Dovej 
as  set  forth  in  the  preceding  findings. 

Said  claims  were  not  embraced  in  the  convention  between  the  United  States  and 
the  Repablic  of  France  concluded  on  the  30th  of  April,  1803.  The^  were  not  claims 
growing  out  of  the  acts  of  France  allowed  and  paid  in  whole  or  m  part  under  the 
provisions  of  the  treatv  between  the  United  States  and  Spain  concluded  on  the  22d 
of  February,  1819,  ana  were  not  allowed  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the  provisions  of 
the  treaty  between  the  United  States  and  France  of  the  4th  of  July,  1831. 

The  claimants  in  their  representative  capacity  are  the  owners  of  said  claims, 
which  have  never  been  assigned  except  as  aforesaid. 

CONCLUSIONS  OF  LAW. 

The  oovart  decides  as  conclusions  of  law  that  said  seizure  and  condemnation  were 
illegal,  and  the  owners  and  insurers  had  valid  claims  of  indemnity  therefor  upon  the 
French  Crovemment  prior  to  the  ratification  of  the  convention  between  the  United 
States  and  the  French  Republic  concluded  on  the  30th  day  of  September,  1800; 
that  said  claims  were  relinquished  to  France  by  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  by  said  treaty  in  part  consideration  of  the  relinquishment  of  certain  national 
claims  of  France  against  the  United  States,  and  that  the  claimants  are  entitled  to 
the  following  sums  from  the  United  States: 

George  Q.  King,  administrator  of  Crowell  Hatch,  one  thousand  dollars...  $1,000.00 
Brooks  Adams,  administrator  of  Peter  C.  Brooks,  three  thousand  dollars. .  3, 000. 00 
A.  Lawrence  Lowell,  administrator  of  Nathaniel  Kellowes,  one  thousand 

dollars 1,000.00 

William  R.  Trask,  administrator  of  Thomas  Amory,  five  hundred  dollars.  500. 00 
William  G.  Perry,  administrator  of  Nicholas  Gilman,  five  hundred  dollars.        600. 00 

Amounting  in  all  to  six  thousand  dollars 6,000.00 

The  defendants  have  filed  a  counterclaim  alleging  that  the  original  claimant,  Thomas 
Geyer,  was  indebted  to  the  United  States  in  the  sum  of  $5,134.59  on  certain  unpaid 
costom-honse  bonds.  No  record  of  payment  thereof  has  been  produced  from  the 
collector's  ofiSce  at  Boston. 

No  one  is  in  court  claiming  for  the  invoice  of  merchandise  shipped  by  Samuel  Harris 
on  said  vessel  and  consigned  to  William  McNeil  Watts,  master  of  said  vessel,  said 
merchandise  being  separate  and  distinct  from  that  owned  by  Thomas  Geyer. 

By  the  Court. 

Hied  April  1, 1907. 

A  tme  copy. 

Test  this  11th  day  of  December,  1907. 

[sbaIm]  John  Randolph, 

AuistaiU  Clerk  Court  o/  Claims. 
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JUDGMENTS  RENDERED  BY  COURT  OF  CLAIMS  REQUIR- 
ING APPROPRIATION. 


LETTER 


FROM 


THE  SECRETARY  OF  THE  TREASURY, 

TBANSlCITTINa 

▲  LIST  OF  JUDQMBNTS  BBNDBBED  BY  THB  COTJBT  OF  CLAIMS. 


Dbcbmbeb  16, 1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Teeasury  Department, 

Office  of  the  Secretaby, 
WashingUm,  December  li.  1907. 
Sm:  I  have  the  honor  to  transmit  herewith  for  the  consideration  of 
Congress  a  list  of  judgments  rendered  by  the  Court  of  Claims,  amount- 
ing to  $187,569.35,  which  have  been  presented  to  this  Department 
and  require  an  appropriation  for  their  payment,  as  follows: 

Under  iM^ialative— Public  Printer 1813. 89 

Under  \^  Department 38,348.64 

Under  Navy  Department 381. 29 

Under  Poet-Oflke  Department 13, 001. 69 

Under  Department  of  Justice 3, 836. 00 

Under  Department  of  Interior 131, 188. 94 

Total 187,669.36 

Respectfully, 

Geo.  B.  Cortelyou,  Secretary. 

The  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 
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Alexander  J.  MajaDotiald, 


H»rb«rt  H.  Su^vnt . 


Lewis  B.  Brown*.....,., 
InteTfwt  on  t  h  [  * 
jadgmtrat  from 
Mar  3.^»  1^>P  to 
Juxi»  8.  1607,  at 
rat«  of  4  p«T  c«iit 
per  ft-nnnm. 

B4  ?■  Ai}drBWB  ^  Co  _ . . 
InteiHiAt    ckn    t  li  I  ft 

iDdginmit  t  r  0  tn 
3co.  20,  1905,  to 
Dec.1,1307,  rttrato 
ol  4  per  oeni  p«r 
Annum, 

Robert  E.  C&ldw«t] 


1007. 
Ka7  1^ 

ItAT.   10 

Oct.  30 

Not.    4 

1000. 
Mftf.  IS 


1605. 
Dae.  IS 


fl,  15ft  M 
0&.04 

4a  SI 

140,0(1 


37.34 


S,2S*'S.10 

337.33 


Lake  T-  Carter ,,' 


Jiunei  Do  Trie 

Qaorf^  Q.  &Cf)n#OIl. 

FrfMi^rJck  Bobllg 

Roliort  U  RAnimeivr,. 
WtJliam  P.  Boland,.... 

Henry  J.  Bmng , 

Frat^k  J.  Batiff. 

P^ter  J.  Bowflft...^^..., 

Edi^ard  J .  Oradj 

Albert  F.  Home-.,.,-., 
Joiepi}  W.  Prow.,,..... 

Edward  Gonsiier 

Evan  R.  WLUIami.,..,. 
Q«orge  W.  rnssyBimuth. 

Charres  H.  Cflfltlo ., 

Edwura  n.  D.  Couoli... 
Uncolo  W.M{:L«od,... 
Jamsft  W'  ImftOD...^... 


Junes  JL.  Cullr* .- 

Jamee  D.  Baimain...... 

Q«orti;«  F,  Pottelg^r,... 

Jobti  13.  Wflat.. ,., 

Edward  A,  Holmeft,,^.. 
TboiUJia  H.  8hit)]dt,,... 

WUUaraT.  K.  Bvll 

Fr&nk  U.  Uiimbold 

Ftanlt  L>  Cbstiejr .,.,..  ^ 

MAlT,  Price. ^...» 

BitwO.  Reliell..,^ 

Ckozge  F,  Bunuoan. . . . 


leOT- 
D«3.  10 


Apr.  30 

Mav  13 
....do... 
...-do... 
...do-.. 
Maf  15 
....do.,« 
. . .  .do . . . 
...do... 
Apr.  8 
...do... 
.-.-do-., 
...do... 
..-do-., 
...do... 
...do.., 
...do... 
...do-,, 
...do... 


Oet.  31 
. ,  .do . , , 
.-,do.., 
...do..- 

...do.,. 

.--do,.- 

...do.. 

...do.*- 
..>.do 
...*do 
....do 
...,do 


ai.30 

43.20 
3L30 
0,30 
31.30 
33^12 
31.30 
34  Q§ 

31.  ao 

25i38 

45.  eo 

36.00 
31.30 
1H).Q0 
IGOlOO 

leBtfte 

30i.33 

IfiOiOO 

115  €0 


333.34 
135.00 

3Qni  09 

uaoD 
13&00 

103.01 

tjaoo 

383.94 

on.  00 
lacLOo 

L3&00 


1907. 
Noir.  33 


.<*0... 

.do, 


lOOT, 
Jims  15 


Not.  31 


.-.do... 
Mar  ^ 


Dm.   30 


lOOT, 
D«Q,   14 


Jam  15 

.,..do... 
...do... 

,...do.., 
...do... 
.-..do.-. 
.„.do,,. 
..-.do.,, 
....do,.. 
Jolj  21 

,,..do... 
Oct.  20 
....do... 

....do... 

do... 

....do... 
....do... 


...do. 
...do. 
...do. 
,..do. 
...do. 
...do. 
...do. 
...do. 
...do. 
...do. 
...do. 
.--do. 


10Q8. 

Jan.  OS 


.do. 
.do. 


1007. 
Aug.  n 

jiSQS  18 

leoi. 

Jao.   36 
ret,    3 

(•) 


<•) 


tooa 

Mar.  11 

1907. 
July  OS 

..,.do... 

..-.do,.. 

,...do... 
....do-.. 

...do.., 

....do... 
...-do... 
.-..do... 
....do.., 
.,..do... 
....do.,, 
....do.., 

1008. 
Jan.  to 
.,..do.., 
...do.., 
....do... 
....do--, 
.,..do.-. 
....do., 
.-..do.. 
....do.. 
....do., 
.-.do.. 
. ...  do  . 


Addiyonal  Tvar  for  dH^ 
work    St     Govej 
Friiitin^  omoe. 
Uaf.  3»  lOOL 

Do. 

Do. 


J 


Tf&naportatloa  of  ba|^ 
pi^^,  in^>gbt,  otc.  Dor 
tt0op».  war  with  SjMjhb 

UUeoge  at  oi!kar  of  O* 
Acmf. 

TnTil  paf  aa  Ijattalloa 
eetseant-Q^Jaf,  C.  8. 
AtmT. 

Horse  lost  in  Uie  mlUlur 
Bftrnce. 


^arand 

fioctof 


Uis  AfSBj.! 


fttatlqpevTi  pap«f .  etc .,  for 
inilllpprii 


jug 


be  public  prtni* 
at  tdaoOa. 


I  Of; 

1 

tor 

I 


Pur  MS  satlstast  i    _ 

war  witia  Bpain. 

Eiitta  pty  to  Toltmtieti^ 
wftr  wtta  Fpalo. 
D&. 
Do* 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
DO. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
DO. 
Do. 
l>o. 
DO. 
Do. 


Dit. 
Do* 
Do. 
Do. 

DOw 

Do. 
Do> 

Do. 
1>flb 
Do. 


a  Maiidatei  of  Bqpnmo  Court,  United  Btotos,  afflzmtaf  tbo 


JUBGIIENTS   BBNDSBED   BY   OOUBT  OF  0LAIM8,    ETO. 
JudgmenU  rendered  by  the  Court  of  Cktmj— Continued. 


VKsm  QJ  clfttmMit- 


91061 
MS47 


11117 


wmi 


WAX  DEPARTMENT— eon. 

Janieft  T,  Bmlth. ... 


mm 

36T52 


Isaac  N.  LafHe.*..^.^... 
WUUudM.  HID .,.. 

TiVdorlpk  S.  Pailgliam. . . 

LouLi  A.  EaIod.  «,...... 

WftUef  IT,  D^rtc ., 

EUh  1^.  OooolyeAr^  ad* 
EOlnla^tfatrii  of  «aut« 
of  AIta  fi.  Goodjrvar. 
deceased- 

HildenOliD 

Hcr^iert  E.  Bolick 

Norman  E.  BpftU,. ***..< 

Jlwepb  W.  Good 

Aitttur  ShaAtT,  .* 

BsnTv  U.  tioesse]'..,i.,,, 

Lornor(x  Olnaond 

EmeM  W.  QoofSoU...... 

Krwln  B.  GoiraiD.. >*.<... 
C^ailei  A,  Foir..... .... . 

Muton  Q&Dijiiimf 

0«e&r  P.  YayE>>r .. 

Bimxttm  D.  MiicDODell ., 

Arthiur  E.  Outhoudt 

JamM  H.  Wp1]» 

H*rry  B- WftllttT 

Oootfe  H.  Tl]<hm...»..< 
JozQfM  C.  H&riLu,... . . .. . 

WUUahi  U.  Loudeiu., ... 
AmcricuB  H.  Woodward, 
H  umej  C.  Lu  ughlin . .  *  „ . 

W  tUiiLm  E   L)  n  vwTi, . 

OKftf  p.  Hup^ood 

LouIj  Edward  RuSe 

0.  Artbur  Hudaaa 

Oiulai  K.  HLnxDOii.*. . .. 

E4|wB.  Toloun ,.. 

0«dJgA  L.  Woods  and 

JOi«q)ti  K.  Smith,  ex- 

flonton   of    Fied    O. 

Ubodj,  <toc«Lsed. 

EimacUH.  Lomax 

Liii^oln  fi.  GftUIen., 

Edwatd  D^  Johiutoa 

Eoburt  &,  DflmcDt....... 

Cli«)li  J.  Htibbard....4. 

Huty  L.  ntktn 

Edward  C.  BiitlCT 

Taylor  M^  Rea^im....,,.. 

JTomi  A .  S  wedbefj 

Cbarle»  H.  ShafTry 

WlUlftrn  B  Yoring....... 

Natbu-ii  S.  J  n  rv  i  s .  _  _ .  „ 

CWdwdl  KL.  Dldrlk. 

Bftmud  H,  Birrlitoy  p  jr, . . . 

J*nifiiC.  Ajbrttton. 

WUUamC  H»yes ,. 

John  W.Tobln 

Geofce  W,  Ekketmui.... 
JoliD  A.  Uflbn(>  .,*_.„.. 
Harr^  T.  STiiltb>  father. 

and  Annlfl  E.  Smith* 

zaother  of  Ei^gone  F. 

Smith,  di?Cj«a^^. 
Edith  Twiagj-  widciw  of 

Harry  FTTwigg.  dfr 

CflAAed. 
Wmiam       Wa-ihlngtom 

Echdrit^k  Ffldlng. 
Howard  O,  BHd;glej..,,j 
Lfaniifard  K.  Sherry**.,.. 

Carljle  L,  BnTtid^ 

OnatiAM  F.  Mar......... 


im. 
Oct.  ai 


..do-. 
..do-- 
..do,. 

..do<. 
..do,.. 
„do., 
..do.,-. 


...do<, 

...do... 
,..,do... 
,...do_.. 
...dfl... 
...do... 
,...do_., 
...do... 
...do-,, 
...do,.. 
.,,do.-. 
„.do.., 
...do... 
,-.do  ... 
...do ... 
...do  ... 
...do... 
...do... 
...do... 
...do... 
...do... 
-..do... 
...do... 
...do._. 
...do... 
...do... 
...do... 
,..do... 
...do... 
...do„. 
...do,,. 


...do... 
...do„. 
...do... 
...do.... 
...do,., 
...do... 
...do_.. 
...do... 
Oct.  ^ 
...do.,. 
...do... 
...do,., 
...do... 
...do,,. 
...do,.. 
...do,.. 
...do,.. 
...do... 
..,do... 
...do,.. 


.do. 


...do. 

...do. 

*..do . 
...do. 

...do. 


Aroovmt. 


WhSD 

pro«fntad 

lor  p*y^ 

ment. 


Whuo 

payable 

ilaot 
appeaiodi 


II5aCK> 

20a33 
208.33 


ztiaoo 
S3,  as 

250.  €0 

laaico 

3L60 
150.  CO 

tdm 

]16h67 
ISO.fiO 
125.00 

fid.  11 

54.44 
300.00 
150.00 
125.00 

07.22 
41ft.  07 
12&00 
125.  00 
300.00 
150.00 
150.00 
1«.50 

3&00 
233.34 

31. 30 
136^  00 
2S3.34 
41&QQ 
333.34 


3&.70 

60.00 

125.00 

125.00 

75,00 

116.67 

122,22 

125.00 

31,20 

31.20 

50.40 

126.00 

150,00 

150.00 

135,00 

2G0.00 

88.80 

11(IG7 

230,00 

15.00 


l&OO 

loeifl?  I 


10Q7. 
Oct.  29 

...do... 

...do... 

...do,.. 
...do... 

...do... 
...do... 
...do... 


...do. 
...do. 

...do. 
,..do. 
...do. 
...do. 
...do. 
...do. 
...do. 
...do, 
...do. 
...do. 
...do, 
...do. 
...do. 
...do. 
...do, 
...do. 
...do. 
...do. 
...do. 
...do. 
...do, 
...do. 
...do. 
...do. 
...do. 
...do. 
...do, 
...do. 
...do. 


..do.., 
..do,.. 
..do... 
..do.., 
..do,.. 
..do... 
..do... 
..do... 
Not,  25 
..do... 
..do.., 
..do.,. 
..do... 
..do... 
..do... 
-.do... 
..do.., 
..do... 
..do,.. 
..do... 


.^0- 

.do. 


do. 

do. 
01.17  '....do, 
^,«3  ....do. 


lOOS. 
Jnn,  19, 

....do.. 
...do.. 
....do.. 
....do.. 
....do.. 
.„.do.- 
....do-. 


,..do... 

,..do.., 
...do... 
,..do.., 
...do... 
...do... 
...do.,. 
...do... 
...do... 
...do.., 
...do,., 
...do,.. 
...do,.. 
...do... 
...do... 
...do... 
...do... 
...do... 
...do... 
...do,,. 
...do... 
...do... 
...do... 
...do... 
...do... 
...do,.. 
...do... 
...do... 
...do... 
...do... 
...do,.. 


...do,., 

...do... 
...do.,. 
,..do,.. 
...do,.. 
...do... 
...do... 
...do... 
Jan.  26 
...do... 
...do... 
...do,.. 
...do... 
...do,.. 
...do... 

do... 

...do... 
...do... 
-.,do-., 
...do,.. 


.do. 


.do., 

.do.. 

.do., 
.do .. 
.do,. 


Katun  of  claim. 


Ertm  par  to  Tolunteen^ 
wrir  wHb  SpAin, 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 


Bo. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
00. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do, 
Do, 
Do. 
Do. 
Do, 
Do. 
Do. 
DC, 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do, 
Do, 
Do. 
Do, 
Do, 
Do, 
Do. 


Do. 

DC, 
DC, 
Do, 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do, 
Do. 
Do. 
Do, 
Do, 
DO. 
Do. 
DO* 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 


IH. 


Do. 

Do. 
Do, 
Do. 
Do. 


JUDGMENTS   BENDEBED   BY   OOUBT   OF   0LAIM8,    XTO. 

Judgmenis  rendered  by  the  Oowrt  of  Clmms — Cod  tinned. 


Ko. 

N»m<i  ol  dalmoDL 

Dataof 
Judg- 

Amouitt, 

preaeoted 
for  pay- 

Wbon   ' 

Nature  of  dAlm. 

maat^ 

appended. 

1007. 

1907- 

190S. 

im&& 

Not,   4 

tiga«& 

Nov.  25 

Fab.    2 

Extra  pflT  to  TOlnat 

eovi 

S&S70 

BttA  J.  Bpfgcn.  widow, 
of  ATirJrflw  C.  Bcrigen, 

„..do.,. 

ZAU 

...do,-. 

....do... 

00. 

25733 

Thomaa  W,  HJrIop 

L«  Fayettfi  A.  Dortngton 

..„do... 

Hfl,  7S 

....do... 

...,do... 

Do. 

35777 

....do... 

13a  00 

....do._. 

....do--. 

Do, 

IfiOT. 

21707 

Etlerme  da  F.  Biaj^ 

Apr.    8 

S7.07 

Dec.     4 

'.''l.l 

Do, 

347i» 

IfadlaoD  H.  Wllaon.,..,. 

....do.-. 

13L67 

....do.,. 

Do. 

3S37t) 

Grcffor  MitebelL... 

,  *  do  . - 

^1.60 

....do... 

....do.,. 

Do. 
Do. 

3d851 

Frtderick  W,  1Iuwpb..,„ 

...,do... 

..,,dO-.. 

,...do... 

wmi 

Clyde  e,  Ray ,..,. 

Apr.  33 

33.00 

....do.„ 

July  21 
1908. 

Do* 

2g£36 

Oct.  21 
IDOn, 

saoo 

...do.o 

Jul  lA 
1907. 

Do. 

3e2KI 

WiJUlmC.  WftJten 

Nov.  12 
11MJ7. 

law 

Deo.    T 

Feb.   10 

D«L 

£37(V0 

tt^UJam  B.  Bngleby 

Blev     e 

3a  17 

....do... 

.:^"So.*. 

Da. 

272.'j.=i 

Oscttrj.  Heria 

....do... 

31.30 

....do... 

Do. 

asoLHt 

ChariM  t,  Berrv. .  ,*..,. 

....do.*. 

1&€0 

....do.,. 

....do... 

Do, 

3S]H 

Tlmotby  J*  S 14] II van 

Jmnea  J.  Logan^  Jr.., . . « . 

.*"j[c:?. 

3130 

....do... 

.^."5^;.'. 

Do. 

aOti2& 

43.30 

....do,„ 

Do. 

1908. 

35100 

Oscar  Kn|pe.,„.. 

Nov.    4 

IA60 

...do... 

Feb.     2 

Do, 

SJ^TL 

Charlcfl  P.  Seifprt „. 

,...do,.. 

30.00 

....do,.. 

,.,.do.,. 

Do, 

25605 

Carrie  M.  lirfivrstftrj 
wltiow  of  Wiliiam  J, 

....do.,. 

25a  00 

,,..do... 

....do.., 

1007. 

Do. 

25S27 

WlUlam  T.  Moyle. 

Nov.  13 
1B07, 

t4LH 

....do.._ 

Febt  10 

Do. 

2mm 

France.  Hanaf onL . . . . . 

Apr.    S 

23134 

...do.,. 

'""L  \ 

Do. 

30OU 

AJbort  W.  Hendtickei--.. 

...  do,„ 

hh  17 

...do... 

Do. 

3BK» 

Thoma*  J.  Biirkp .,...,., 

....do... 

15.60 

.  ..do.,. 

....do... 

Do. 

273&1 

Walker  0,  Glb|iom.» 

....do... 

ln.t!0 

...do.,- 

...do... 

Do. 

3Sl/t3 

Charles  F.  Sclili  ntE  ,..„ . 

...do... 

31.20 

...do... 

...do... 

Do, 

38657 

George  W,  Duwald 

....do.,_ 

U4.U0 

....do... 

....do... 

Do. 

38fl73 

GiTJgorX.  MIUcr,.,„„.. 

..-.do... 

125lU0 

...do.,. 

....do... 

Do, 

2Ji7l9 

Eljner  E.  Bnien , . , , 

....do... 

31.30 

..,do... 

...do... 

Do. 

28720 

Walter  Fall ■*....._. 

-...do.. 

Al.  20 

...do... 

...do... 
1908. 

Do, 

77^A2 

JoHph  Bo9oEd .  ....,*.... 

Dec.     2 

31.20 

...,do... 

Mar.     1 

Do. 

2342>l 

J.  Beavpr  (Iparhart.. 

...-do... 

isaiin 

.  ..do... 

...do... 

Do, 

3,']4)«J1 

Ehnpr  Kukrin. . . .  ^ ,  * , 

,,,-do,.. 

31.2(1 

do... 

....do... 

Do, 

STii'i 

Williaiii  F.  (ilosrL 

. . .  .di>  ^ . . 

a2u 

..do... 

...do.,. 

Do. 

^lil 

Krlw  iirtJ  F.  Srhnniiii3iT» . 

. , .  .p|n 

l.^tJO 

.  .  do... 

,,,.do,.. 

Do. 

3.Wii2 

Kll  W  lirJ  K.  M  H  N5KW  . . , . . . 

...  do..- 

-aoD 

....do... 

...do... 

Do. 

3(iil36 

J  oh  n  K .  ,\  1 1  w  t'i  n . .  ^ .  ^  ^  _ , . 

f'i> 

31. 2J 
15,  (iO 

...   dO„. 
..    .'to... 

.,,.do.., 
...do... 

Do, 

a^ypi5 

Willjain  K^  Ivi»p}<,, ,,,. . . 

(Iji    " 

2tV')lti 

Jo-*niK  K,  KupttRer.,,,.. 

.,,   dn... 

irh.  yi\ 

.  ,      iUi . . , 

.,..do... 

Do, 

^V\Xi 

(^Iiiirlr*  M.  Lf^dliT 

....<k>_.. 

'A\.^\ 

.,  iJo... 

...do... 

Do. 

T*\m 

t'pirl  .1,  T,.  Itnhni^ .^^. 

...  <lo... 

3tj.Ut) 

do... 

....do... 

Do, 

*iim\ 

Ktlwanl  M.  Muy 

..     .Vi.,. 

i*tj.oii 

.do.,. 

....do... 

Do, 

3W7J 

G^^niyi'  W.  Ihirrjim , 

.-    do... 

3L^J 

...do.,. 

...do... 

Ma. 

2S7»'» 

l.>rjnii?jJ,  Kli/patrieic-,. 

On,  2i 

31.20 

.do... 

Jan.    12 

Do. 

28Wiy 

.   .do... 
■  lo 

3<i,00 
31.1*0 

do... 

do 

....do... 
do 

Do. 
1^0. 

T1     UiLLl       AHliirAllB ~w-rm-ww^m-a 

John  K.  Swiin_.„ 

;'.  do"; 

\J.Ai^V.\ 

;";!do;;! 

^H^, 

ESSfi^ 

km.  B,  L'bmnJler^..,,.. 

...,'lo,.. 

Ci'A) 

,.-.dtj.-. 

.,..do.,. 

l>o. 

23:>U.'^ 

Jlrnry  0.  !iluinidpw,*.„. 

...do... 

150,00 

....do.-. 

du_. 

l>0. 

23H01 

Svan  Uiis?«plL ....... 

...ilO... 

1  nil.  1X1 

...do._. 

_...do... 

Do, 

23(1M 

ArthUf  H.  nroniaoii,,-,. 

,...do... 

\Ti\j»\ 

...do.,. 

,.,  do,.. 

l»0. 

24410 

Fred  J  SiiiJiilp-s.        

....<lo... 

'2X\.  34 

...do... 

...do... 

Do. 

2441.1 

.lohn  R.  Hiitchings 

...   do... 

i:4).t)() 

...do... 

...  do... 

Do. 

24<i71' 

WlUiarn  R,  Boyce, 

....<1«>... 

125.  (XJ 

...do... 

....do... 

Do. 

25111 

Jfihn  Topm'V...,, 

WllJiiim  t,  ISertschJr... 

....do... 

31.20 

....<lo... 

...do... 

Do. 

25115 

.....I..... 

31.20 

....do... 

...   <lo... 

Do. 

251 !(. 

FdwiinI  M   FnnJrr 

...do... 

31.20 

....do... 

....do... 

Do. 

2:ax\ 

J L>flopli  t\  Zervii H'    

....do... 

31.20 

....<io... 

....do... 

Do. 

25rJ.s 

Kdunrd  \V.  Starr 

....<lo... 

31.20 

....do... 

....do... 

Do. 

25169 

JoIld  B.  Zimmerintin 

....do... 

31. 2U 

....do... 

....do... 

Do. 

JODOMEl^T:^   BANDUReD   Bt   OOtJBt  OF   OtAlMS,    EtO. 
Judgments  rendered  by  the  Ckmrt  of  CZatma^-Coritmued. 


No. 

KftineofoUimuit. 

notaof 
nigHfc 

Ainonnt. 

WbBn 
preaenKsd 
ior  pay- 
ment. 

Whm 

payable 

tf  not 

appcatod. 

Nature  of  QtaliiL 

WAE  DEPAATIf  ENT-HKlfL 

1907. 

1907. 

100& 

3&ll» 

X<)lai  W.  QAria.... ....... 

Oct.  21 

t3L3Q 

Dec,    T 

J*in.  19  1 

Bztmpay  to  voltmtear% 
war  wtth  Spala., 

Z6tS3 

Dftvld  P.  Workman 

....do... 

SI.  20 

....do,.. 

....do..- 

Bo. 

3S3^ 

Albert  J,  MerkllQ 

....do.._ 

S3,  as 

....do.-. 

....do-.. 

Do. 

uaifAi 

GwTgftC  Waldo..--.,.. 
Fmnt  Wfthl , 

....do-.- 

&3.^ 

...do,.- 

....do,.. 

Do, 

iWCfi 

....do.__ 

333.^ 

....do... 

....do-.. 

Do. 

15fi09 

WftUrrrblW. 

K&ni  n  aDHQH 

....do..- 
....do... 

TIL  00 
31.30 

....do... 

..,.do,„ 

Do. 

asfics 

....do... 

.,,.do..- 

Do. 

SS7V» 

John  O'Ccmnor.  ...,.,„. 

..,.do.-- 

15.  eo 

....do... 

....do--. 

Do* 

S5T3a 

flajTjuel  W.  Jellrlcj.jr... 

....d<j_.- 

m.s& 

....do,.. 

....do..- 

Do, 

35714 

....do,.. 

30.00 

....do... 

....do.,. 

Do. 

3£753 

Wllllilm  Mtitiger,  *,».,., 

...,do.-- 

ai.20 

...do,,. 

....do..- 

Do. 

3S7V3 

Eliiis  D.  Salalitiry 

....do._. 

150,00 

....do... 

....do..- 

Do. 

357»1 

Dtinlifun  Lt&rtrOQ ,,. 

„,.do.-. 

se.44 

....do... 

....do.,; 

Do. 

95827 

Frank  D.  Probst * 

....do-__ 

moo 

....do.,. 

.,..do..- 

Do. 

W  Hi  I  Am  Mi'CiJ  n  tock 

....do... 

l&CO 

....do... 

..,.do,.. 

Do. 

258n 

Johii  CamplMjJJ  „.,..„., 

....do,__ 

l^.BO 

....do... 

....do-.- 

Do. 

SSfiKI 

CharlofiE.  Butters 

....do..- 

333.33 

....do... 

....do... 

Do. 

35003 

Sanford  J.  rarker 

....do._. 

306.33 

do.,. 

...do-.- 

Do, 

tGie4 

Luke  E.  HompDway...., 

....do.,. 

350.00 

....do... 

....do,.. 

Do. 

JolmO.  HlnnlcL.. 

....do.-. 

M.00 

....do... 

.,.,do... 

Do, 

S5BQ8 

Walter  M.  WeAtenhafiien. 

....do... 

15.60 

....do... 

....dO-.- 

Do. 

«S0SS 

CharlAA  A.  MdCa^e..... 

....do... 

Il«.e7 

,...do... 

..,.do,,- 

Do. 

9flMS 

Johns.  FfftU*... 

....do.._ 

L6;00 

....do... 

....do..- 

Do, 

3flOG 

DavJd  F*  Alkn. 

..  .do... 

lOOiOO 
l&OD 

loaco 

133.^ 

....do... 

..,.do... 

Do. 

How^M  I.  Uafkl(ii...,„ 

....do.-. 
....do,,. 

.    do... 

.    do.  - 

Do. 

i^^art 

....do... 

....do... 

Do. 

9B1M 

011b«rt  M.  EUlott,, 

....do... 

.-..do,,. 

....do... 

Ho. 

aSMj 

...do... 

31.60 

....do... 

....do... 

Do. 

Gvor^e  H.  Bchroflder,... 

...do... 

u,m 

...do... 

...do... 

Do. 

30SS 

GkngH  0.  Goward 

Frank  E.  Pickles .... 

....do... 

31.  so 

...do... 

...do..- 

Do. 

..    do,.. 

15.60 
15.60 

....do... 
....do... 

....do... 
....do..- 

Do. 

1^1 

AlimlCabfin .,,,. 

....do... 

Do. 

aez^ 

Emma  J ,  Crippen^  widow 

of  QeoiKe  W.  Crippen. 

Edward  F,  Kendall 

....do... 

4&.^ 

....do... 

....do... 

Do. 

3Q3«£» 

...do... 

UfvW 

....do... 

....do... 

Do. 

«e«6 

Eob«rt  BfliTj.  ...*-*.-.. 

...do... 

13d.no 

...do,.. 

---.do... 

Do. 

30367 

Badlo  Gels?,  mother  ol 
Othello  B.  Rufner,  4e- 
oeaA«d. 

...do... 

100.00 

....do-.. 

....do... 

Do. 

36274 

Oalnn  B.  Richer 

...do... 

acLfiO 

....do,.. 

do... 

Do, 

*071 

John  0.  Emil«„,. ....... 

...do... 

31.60 

....do... 

....do-.. 

Do. 

39^9 

John  J,  Riler 

WLUlam  W   Fickw 

....do... 

15.410 

....do... 

..-.do... 

Do. 

i64t0 

...do... 

31.30 

....do... 

...do-,. 

Do. 

3Meo 

rharlesF.  Bohlen 

....do,.. 

ai.20 

....do... 

....do... 

Do- 

30616 

WlillaiQ  Fltzpatrtok 

..,,do„. 

mw 

...,dO-.. 

...do-.- 

Do, 

wm9 

John  Fitch. 

....do... 

31.30 

....do,.. 

....do... 

Di>. 

Albert  T.  fClscftden. . . , . . 

...do... 

27.04 

....do.,. 

....do  — 

Do, 

B6M& 

Fifederick  J.  BnkHng^r,  Jr 

....do... 

liM 

....do... 

....do-.- 

Do. 

3SS# 

Robert  W.  Herr 

....do... 

31.20 

...do... 

....do  — 

Do, 

WUlIamC.  A.  Rftnfhold. 

....do... 

31.20 

....do... 

....do,.. 

Do. 

seeis 

Carolina  Bagenstoae, 
mother  of  Charlea  M. 
Bi^Djrtoi6,  dect^aji«>U. 

....do... 

31.30 

.,..do.,. 

....do... 

Do* 

30^ 

Uutter  A.  Partridge? 

....do... 

21.  eo 

....do... 

....do... 

Do. 

3aiso 

Geote«>  Meade  letters,,,. 

....do... 

SI.  30 

...do... 

....do... 

Do* 

snnt ' 

W^9\tf  M.  MoCloalwT... 

....do... 

l&QO 

....do... 

....do... 

Do, 

Wimaj^.  fftfi*et«......... 

....do... 

Id.  (to 

do... 

-...do,.. 

Do. 

wuo 

Q«oi]ge  £Gtch 

do-.. 

SI.  20 

do 

do 

Do, 

John  Geti ,. 

....do... 

n.m 

...do... 

....do... 

Do. 

3t3ia 

Robert  H .  iCeCloskey . . . 

....do,.. 

15.00 

....do... 

...do... 

Do. 

Harrj  A.  Wflavef 

....do-.. 

31.20 

....do,.. 

....do... 

Do. 

3HO0 

Phaon  E.  Shsldy. .-.,... 

....do... 

36.00 

....do... 

...do... 

Do. 

MMj 

laawK.  Weldler.,- 

....do... 

31.30 

....do... 

....do... 

Do. 

John  F,  Walah .,, 

...-do... 

15.39 

...do... 

...do... 

Do, 

gapfu 

Pat  rie k  O ihbons .  _ 

Jame*  E,  Reavla........ 

....do... 
....do... 

113. « 
90.  H 

lie  fi7 

31.30 

...do... 

...do... 

Do. 

3fi4QA 

..  .do... 

.  .do... 

Do, 

mn 

F«J3CUC.  De  Vcaux..-. 
AUce    A.     Underwood, 

,...do,,. 
...do... 

....do... 

....do... 

Do, 

SKIS 

....do... 

....do... 

Doi 

molhor    ol   John    K. 

Underwood t  deceajied. 

3ai7ft 

Georee  A,  Rick 

...do... 

ai.30 

-.--do... 

...-do.-. 

Do* 

Jowpb  E.  Wfllton....... 

hcmu  Schmidt  .,„,,„,. 

...do... 

15  (SO 

....do... 

....do... 

D<k 

MM  J 

.  .  do,.. 

laoo 

18,00 

....do... 

.    do... 

Do, 

SS£ 

William  P.  nanifi«r 

....do... 

....do... 

...do... 

Do. 

Da  rid  S.  YateJi 

....do... 

31.30 

....do,.. 

...do... 

Do, 

HOOD 

Arthura  Harrl*..* 

....do... 

IS.  60 

...-do_,. 

...do... 

Do. 

&!■ 

Carl  R.  SaTage 

....do,.. 

31.30 

....do-,. 

,...do... 

Dth 

JITIMmVTO   BENDKRED   Bt    CMHTHT   OF  ChAIMB,    ETC* 
Jud^mmU  rendeftd  (Af  iki  C&vH  of  Cfa^ti — Continae<L 


1 


Antoont. 

Wten    '    When 
lor  psj*  1    ki  not 

mBDU    npp&t^. 

Vj#  fPBrj^Tiicilt^-oetu 

W7, 

IflOT. 

lOQi. 

mm  JtorraspKHM..,.,.. 

Oct.   31 

131.30 

Dec    7 

JUl.    10 

ExtTi  p*7  to  TOlBvto«^ 

war  witli  SpiOib 

sr 

.-..do... 

31.% 

....de... 
,„-do..- 

....do... 
...do... 

00.          *^ 

Do. 

WIB 

„..do... 

iLao 

...do... 

....do... 

Do, 

'mm 

;.4*B¥.f-ffrt-v"' 

....do... 

U.tiO 

.,^-da... 

....do... 

Do. 

mu^ 

Ji«pyl*-*^ 

....d^... 

110  00 

..\do... 

....do... 

I>o. 

miu 

.,..do-.. 

«>.oo 

....do.,. 

,...do..- 

Do. 

^m^ 

,...do..- 

31.30 

....do... 

....do... 

Do, 

VSf^^ 

•,..dci,,. 

15.60 

....do   .. 

...do... 

Do. 

W^ "                                  Ja,,,,p,< 

„,.do„j 

ia.fw 

.,.,do... 

....do... 

Do. 

I  J                             ■  *.f,,.-** 

....d*5<.. 

SI.  30 

....do,.. 

....do... 

Do. 

1*                            -i^itfi*** 

,*..ci«,.. 

S&.I4 

....do... 

....do... 

Do 

■  #*•'-■                                 1  Nn#<|j,,^.»,^ 

,-..do,.. 

31.30 

....do,.. 

do... 

Do. 

MI4^                    W,    mnlth. 

,.*.do.*- 

Bei.«7 

do... 

,...do... 

f^                                   f   M.lflfinnU. 

DO^ 

1  ^fcg^ 

*i:::         :;: 

.,,-di),.- 

1&6(» 

....do... 

....do... 

Do. 

teBp 

liw                 

,„,do..- 

m.3o 

„..do... 

....do... 

Do* 

^BkV 

W*'  -                I'lf,,,,,., 

„..do... 

31. 3Q 

...do... 

....do... 

Do. 

W/tSUk 

Stf*                                          rF*r».t* 

.*.,d*j.„ 

ai.30 

....do... 

....4o.,_ 

Do. 

^^EHi 

'$P^J.  ,                             ■N,m,,^  + 

*...do... 

m«J 

....do„. 

...-do... 

Do. 

^^KHp 

Ghii'ti>''4  J',  ijjirii  '. »f,],i» 

„*.do,„ 

aaiAiD' 

.,.,do... 

....do... 

Do. 

^^V^v 

ip4fiv  Ph  li«trurwiV*\ ! 

.•..do... 

4a30 

....do... 

...do... 

Do. 

V^^n^ 

^«iiir.HM* 

do,.. 

at.  at) 

....do... 

,...do.,_ 

Do. 

fTiflif 

,...dfl.,. 

31.30 

...do-.. 

.  -.do... 

Do, 

VT&nAi 

.,..do.,- 

mn 

....do... 

do,.. 

Do* 

2604? 

....do». 

180.00 

....do... 

....40... 

Uttj^r  43l  Oiitlia  W. 

Do. 

Hf>wiifdM.Bf-ut»htef.J 

17JiSr*J 

....d«.„ 

m.ao 

.-,do.„ 

....do... 

Do. 

3»i«0 

Fru4  A,  SiluUf......,,,, 

.*..do... 

91.30 

....do... 

....do... 

m. 

^ 

jBUlMi  1.  F<»». .*,,., 

,...do;,. 

diiao 

..  .do... 

-...do... 

Do. 

H*<lviiur.<irmmm.„-.. 

»..dCJ.„ 

31.20 

..--do„. 

....do... 

Do. 

3TM3 

Jolin  A    g*'*irU^ii*<..„,J 

»..dfl... 

31.30 

....do... 

....do... 

Do. 

^7wa 

J.CJarc.rifr  KUiifl. *,,♦»♦♦ 

-*..do,.. 

31.20 

...do... 

-  .dO..- 

Do. 

2m3 

,  WLJihim  11    HiMhl. „.,,,, 

...,dfl,.. 

31.30 

....do... 

....do... 

Do. 

^ypl 

Wiuium  L   t^-ngeX 

..,.dfl... 

31.30 

....do... 

....do... 

Do. 

0  3 

Chjirlt^fi  Wojf ,„. 

....du». 

3L3a 

....do... 

...do... 

Do. 

'0  f^ 

JoimU.  HiiiislUim 

„..do... 

IJLflOl 

.,..do.^. 

....do... 

Do. 

■f  Hi 

ioiiiiphH.iihiuiibiiii.,_ 

....do... 

l&flO 

..--do... 

....do... 

Do. 

frfw 

Hurry  P.  Rnwcjr 

,„,do... 

Sfi.30 

....do... 

...do... 

Do. 

'J*n7 

Jnhn  E.  ynltj^....., 

....do... 

1100 
3130 

,...do... 

....do... 

Do, 

2*if)75 

Tiarrjf  M.t>ss .„.. 

,...do... 

...,do... 

....do... 

Do, 

a?*lJli 

Wllll»jn  WiniuJTis , 

....do... 

l.V  110 

.---rlo_. 

....do... 

Do. 

^iNi;i'* 

^ilhinn  G.  inhnHooe... 

....do... 

Ig-TO 

....fto... 

,...do... 

Do. 

;?Ni3fi 

K-lwfirdM.  KilUngsr^.. 

,...do... 

moo 

....do... 

...do... 

Do. 

?»i3r7 

Jolin  F,  MR-rUDU 

..„do.-. 

lBO.flO 

....do... 

...do... 

Do, 

aKK« 

Jiilm  Wm.  Thomu 

....do... 

3L.30 

...do... 

....do... 

Do. 

p    -mu 

Jiu'nb  Mft^r,.. 

,..,do.,. 

31.  2D 

....do... 

,,..do... 

Do. 

3M1&3 

nr"<»t^H  E  HtPitihiUwr....: 

,...do... 

3J  30 

....do... 

....do... 

Do, 

^m 

Uotiort  0 .  Ro!ri»n. ..,.,.  j 

....do... 

IU.23 

....do.,. 

do... 

Do. 

Iljirry  13.  BwlUiart...... 

..,,do... 

31.30 

....do... 

....do.,. 

Do. 

WnlltirW,  Yatoi ,, 

,-..do.,. 

i&eo 

...-do... 

....do... 

Do. 

3KUr 

Chofi/*!!  8,  ntaUoii.,,.,,, 

....dd... 

A.  00 

....do... 

....do... 

Do. 

2MflO 

F;*t^\nM  L,  bPlby,,,,,^. 

....do... 

31.30 

...do... 

....do... 

Do. 

'WATa 

.fndn  U   roLJpf .,.,.. 

...-do... 

31.30 

....do... 

....do... 

Do. 

yH47:i 

rhn:h'«  tJ..  MUlar 

..,-do.*. 

moo 
moo 

...do... 

....do... 

,.  .do... 
...do... 

I>o. 

28^74 

Ifurrv  11,  Kolvm*Il 

..,.do... 

Do. 

SKlHfS 

i  ■  I 'i  n ■  n if  A\' .  n r  ckm«xi . . . 

....do... 

31.30 

...do... 

....do... 

Do. 

*JJ^*»ti 

i-niMni   ,\.  Handii.  „,,,„ 

....do.,. 

3(100 

....do... 

....do... 

Do. 

^UtlSCM 

Ihmun-ni,  Httmnl.^**** 

*...do.,. 

ao.oo 

....do... 

....do... 

l^ 

3>H^ 

wjiiumK,  awdotr 

....do,.. 

ei.ffj 

...do... 

....do,.- 

Do, 

3BMA 

John  M  nKhA^  ,„,,„.*** 

....do,.. 

ai.30 

....do... 

....d4^... 

Do. 

ttora 

gylvpftor        Kftn^orild, 

....do... 

11.30 

...do.,. 

...do... 

Do. 

;gg 

rrntlkM.tthartnll 

....do... 

SLao 

...  .do,. . 

...do... 

Do, 

Hnwflrd  .\.  HomtjJ, 

....do,.. 

31.30 

I!!, do]!  I 

...do... 

Do. 

rm 

wmiftml..  HtPTCD«m.... 

....do... 

31.30 

do 

....do... 

Do. 

njirtw  J.  Hiirlow 

....do... 

3a.%.i4 

"l^dol!] 

...do... 

Do. 

Ho  ' 

DennlJiJ.MHWili^ 

.,.,do... 

31.30 

....do... 

....do.,. 

Do. 

f  liGlB 

&%mE^ 

....do... 

«.30 

....do... 

...do... 

Do. 

^HH 

...do,.. 

31.30 

....do... 

...do... 

Do. 

MM 

....do... 

U.O0 

...do... 

....do-.. 

Do. 

JUDGMENTS  BEKDEBED   BY   OOUBT   OF   OLAIMB,    ETO. 
Judgmenti  rendered  by  the  Court  of  Claim» — Continued. 


1 

No. 

Naihb  of  dftinuuit. 

Date  of 
Judg. 
mant. 

Amount. 

When 
presented 
for  pay- 

When 

payable 

if  not 

Nature  of  claim. 

ment 

appealed. 

WAB  DKPABTMSNT-«On. 

1907. 

1907. 

1908. 

38M6 

Qiailes  A.  Quln 

Oct.  21 

630.27 

Dec.    7 

Jan.  19 

Extra  pay  to  volunteers, 
war  with  Spain. 

28000 

....do... 

16.60 

....do... 

....do... 

Do. 

280eB 

Robert  L.  MoDoneU 

....do... 

31.20 

....do... 

....do... 

Do. 

98081 

Olof  Strombuxv 

ChailM  B.  KocEenderfer. 

....do... 

81.20 

....do... 

....do... 

Do. 

S8000 

....do... 

81.20 

....do... 

....do... 

Do. 

aoooi 

SamtMl  E.  Bromxner 

....do... 

36.00 

....do... 

....do... 

Do. 

WimunH.Wri«^t 

.....do... 

31.20 

....do... 

....do... 

Do. 

aooos 

John  B.  Haimam 

....do... 

31.20 

....do... 

....do... 

Do. 

90007 

Harry  M.  Samuelfl 

....do... 

31.20 

....do... 

....do... 

Do. 

90006 

Harry  H.  Shaffer 

....do... 

31.20 

....do... 

....do... 

Do. 

28054 

Henry  M.Warfleld 

....do... 

208.33 

....do... 

....do... 

Do. 

29080 

istratrizofWimamD. 
Bechtd.deceaMd. 
Cyrus  Pener,  Jr 

....do... 

31.20 

....do... 

....do... 

Do. 

200S6 

....do... 

31.20 

....do... 

....do... 

Do. 

20066 

Rudolph  J.  Sherkjr 

....do... 

81.20 

....do... 

....do... 

Do. 

29057 

OharieeT.  Welsh 

....do... 

31.20 

....do... 

....do... 

Do. 

90064 

Walter  H.KIopp 

....do... 

31.20 

....do... 

....do... 

Do. 

20066 

Harrison  8.  Berry 

Henry  A.  Schmidt 

....do... 

36.00 

....do... 

....do... 

Do. 

20078 

....do... 

15.60 

....do... 

....do... 

Do 

90066 

Mary  E.  Kill,  widow  of 
lOrtin  M.   MiU,   de- 
ceased. 

....do... 

43.20 

....do... 

....do... 

Do 

90068 

WilUam  H.  Pearson 

....do... 

16.60 

....do... 

....do... 

Do. 

29100 

Edward  Hocentogler — 
Richard  F.  Engelhardt... 

....do... 

31.20 

....do... 

....do... 

Do. 

29164 

....do... 

31.26 

....do... 

....do... 

Do. 

99166 

Harry  Kaiser 

Ray  M.  Gilbert 

....do... 

31.20 

....do... 

....do... 

Do. 

94376 

Nov.  11 
Doc.    2 

116.67 
250.00 

....do... 
....do... 

Feb.    9 
Mar.    1 

Do. 

90146 

Thacker  V.Walker 

Do. 

988Z7 

liaxgarat  J.  Fahey,  sis- 
ter and  next  of  Un  of 

Oct.  28 

26.00 

Nov.   8 

Jan.  26 

Do. 

Patrick  J.  Ryder,  de- 

oeaaed. 

1907. 

• 

98619 

WiDiam  H.  Brown. 

Jan.    7 

66.00 

Dec.  12 

Apr.    7 
1908. 

Do. 

94m 

DonnC.Mltchen 

Oct.  21 
1906. 

125.00 

Nov.  25 

Jan.   19 
1907. 

Do. 

98006 

Wade  H.  Thomas 

Dec.  17 
1907. 

13.89 

June  11 

Mar.  17 
1908. 

Do. 

93477 

John  E.  Day. 

Dec.     9 
....do... 

125.00  1  Dec.   12 
248.92   ....do... 

Mar.    8 
....do... 

Do. 

23486 

Olenroy  A.  Thayer 

Do. 

24301 

Richard  L.  Miller 

....do... 

150.00  .....do... 

....do... 

Do. 

27085 

Deles  M.  Dodge 

....do... 

125.00  '....do... 

....do... 

Do. 

27805 

Wilbur  Eddy 

....do... 

116.67  |....do... 

....do... 

Do. 

28061 

Frank  L.  Stevens 

....do... 

115.00  '....do... 

....do... 

Do. 

28458 

John  T.  Johnston 

....do... 

150.00   ....do... 

....do... 

Do. 

28062 

David  B.  Case 

....do... 

583.34    ....do... 

....do... 

Do. 

24833 

Robert  E.  CraighilL 

Total,    War    De- 
partment. 

HAVT  DEPABTMKNT. 

Dec  12 

150.00 

Dec.  14 

Mar.  11 

Do. 

38,348.64 

1907. 

\     1907. 

1908. 

98215 

Norman  J.  Blackwood . . . 

Oct.   28 

72.35     Nov.  25 

Jan.   26 

Pay  as  officer  of  the  Navy. 

28006 

WUIiam  C.  Braisted 

....do... 

182.00   ....do... 

....do... 

Do. 

28338 

Littleton  W.  T.  WaUer.. 

Nov.    4 

32.15   ....do... 

Feb.     2 

Fav  as  officer  of  the  Ma- 
rine Corps. 

28467 

Harry  lioL.  P.  Huse 

Dec.    2 

38.89 

Dec.     7 

Mar.    1 
1907. 

Pay  as  officer  of  the  Navy. 

28013 

Newton  A.  HcCuUy 

Total   Navy   De- 

Mar. 11 

55.90 

Oct,  29 

June    9 

Do. 

381.29 

partment. 

MSNT. 

1907. 

1907. 

1907. 

27787 

The  Great  Northern  Rwy. 

Co. 
The  CfaSoaso,  Milwaukee 

•adStTPanlRwy.Co. 

Mar.    4 

1,110.37  !  Apr.  11 

June    2 

Mail  transportation. 

90686 

May    6 

10,824.96 

Nov.  30 

Aug.    4 

Do. 

JUDGMEKXa  BBNDERED  BY  COURT  OF  CLAIMS,  KTa 

JudgTnenU  render&i  by  the  Court  of  CZoim*— Continued* 


1 


No, 

NftmeofcUamaat. 

D»te  of 

Amount. 

When 

preaented 
for  p*y- 

When 

payable 

Ifnot 

Nature  of  oUhtL 

meot. 

AppcaJed. 

21270 
17903 

PDsT-oFFicm  QKP ART- 
MEN  r—oontimied. 

Ge(^ge  F.  HcGlimla. . . .. 
Marj  J ,  DatIb,  widow  of 

Totftl,  Po^t-Offloo 
Depart  input. 

1907, 
Apr.    8 

Bee.    9 

tUO00.0(» 
H.2S 

1907. 
July    9 

Deo.   13 

1907, 
Jnty     7 

190& 
Mar.    a 

8«l«i7  M  pomtmaater  at 
IndknapoJis,  Ind. 

E3rtra  pay  m  lottur  carrier 
at  Baltimore,  Md.,  ict 
May34,  1&8& 

13,W1.» 

■"  ■ 

3&m 

29M4 

John  Jd.eonstrveU,...-.. 
Doc  H.  riart...., 

1907. 
Apr.    1 

(JO     ..r 

035. DO 
2,3m  00 

ddaoo 

1M7* 
Apr.  21 
...do.-, 
M&r  22 

1907. 
June  m 
„„do.„ 
Ay^.  13 

Feea  aa  cl«rk,  U.  8.  oourt. 
Do, 

23m 

George  repperdine, ,. .-. 

Totalj        Depart- 
mfint  of  Justice. 

DKPAfiTMlNT  OF  Df- 

TBaJoji. 

The  Ottawa  aiid  Chip* 
iTewii.  ijifliAdB  of   tho 

Interest     on     tht» 

lodgmcDt  aUowed  by 
the  Court  of  ClalBQa 
trom  Mar.  9,  18S5,  at 
*  the  rate  of  &  por  opnt 
per  annum.    Iniereflt 
ruDsiromMfir.  SnltiSS, 
to  M^.  4, 1907. 

May  16 

Do. 

2,fia£.U0 

rm 

J007. 
Har.    4 

Nov.    S 

I907. 

For  WMmritl^a  or  moneyi 
held  in  trvifli  by  ttw^  tlor- 
enunent     at    dale    ol 

of  July,  1SS5,  and  cot- 
erod  into  the  Treiwury 
of  the  UMtad  BlAVm  iD 

Total,        Depart- 
roeot  of  Interior. 

Aggregate  of  judg- 

J3L138.94 

m.5(3fi.35 

o 


V 


•60th  Ck>NOBK88, )  HOUSE  OF  BEPBESENTATIYES.  (DoouMEirr 
*  1  No.  358 


i«^  Session.      |  1  No.  358. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  JOHN  B.  McEWEN,  EXECUTOR  OF 
LEMUEL  FARMER. 


LBTTBB  FROM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEBE  OF  XHE  COTJBT  OF  CLAIMS, 
TBANSMITTINa  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  COTJBT 
IN  THE  CASE  OF  JOHN  B.  ITEWEN,  EXECUTOB  OF  LEMUEL 
FABMEB,  DECEASED,  AGAINST  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


Dbcsmbbb  16,  1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


CouBT  OP  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

Washington^  December  IS,  1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court  I  transmit  herewith  a  cer- 
tified copy  of  the  findings  of  fact  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid 
cause,  wnich  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War 
Claims,  House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883, 
known  as  the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Cleric  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Coartof  Qalms.    Congressional,  No.  2547.    John  B.  McEwen,  executor  of  Lemael  Fanner,  deceased, 

V.  The  United  States.] 

This  case  beinff  a  claim  for  supplies  or  stores  alleged  to  have  been  taken  by  or  fur- 
niflhed  to  Uie  military  forces  of  the  United  States  for  their  use  durine  the  late  war  for 
the  suppression  of  Uie  rebellion,  the  court,  on  a  preliminary  inquiry,  finds  that  Lemuel 
Farmer,  deceased,  the  person  alleged  to  have  furnished  such  supplies  or  stores,  or  from 
whom  the  same  are  alleged  to  have  been  taken,  was  loyal  to  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  throughout  said  war. 

By  the  Court. 

Filed  January  14,  1907. 

Court  of  dafana.    Congressional,  No.  2547.    Jolin  B.  McEwen,  executor  estate  of  Lemuel  Farmer, 
deceased,  v.  The  United  States.] 

STATEMENT  OF  CASE. 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  for  supplies  or  stores  alleged  to  have  been 
taken  by  or  furnished  to  the  military  forces  of  tne  United  States  for  their  use  during 
the  late  war  for  the  suppression  of  the  rebellion  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the 
Oommittee  on  War  Claims,  House  of  Representatives,  on  the  6th  day  of  Maxck  A^>^. 


2  JOHN    B.  m'eWBK. 

On  a  preliminary  inauiry  the  court,  on  the  14th  day  of  January,  1907,  foimd  that  the 
person  alleged  to  have  furnished  the  supplies  or  stores,  or  from  whom  they  were  alleged 
to  have  been  taken,  was  loyal  to  the  Government  of  the  United  States  througtioat  aud 
war. 

The  case  was  brought  to  a  hearing  on  its  merits  on  the  4th  day  of  March,  1907. 

G.  A.  <&  F.  W.  Brandenburg,  esqs..  appeared  for  claimant,  and  the  Attomey-Genefal, 
by  George  £.  Boren,  esq.,  his  assistant,  and  lihder  his  direction,  appealed  lot  the 
defense  and  protection  of  the  interests  of  the  United  States. 

The  claimant  in  his  petition  makes  the  following  allegations: 

That  said  Lemuel  Farmer,  now  deceased,  during  the  said  war  was  a  resident  ot 
Williamson  County,  State  of  Tennessee,  and  the  owner  and  poeseesor  on  his  ftom  in 
said  county  and  State  of  certain  Quartermaster  stores  and  commissary  supplies,  which 
in  the  fall  of  1864  were  seized  and  appropriated  to  the  use  of  the  military  forces  of  the 
United  States  then  stationed  and  operatmg  in  said  locality,  according  to  the  foUowing 
bill  of  items:  4 

200  panels  of  board  fence,  including  posts $132. 00 

4,000  rails  (40  cords),  at  ^  per  cord 120.00 

11,400  pounds  of  fodder  ana  oats 114.00 

36  barrels  (175  bushels)  of  com,  at  |1  a  bushel 175.00 

1  fine  saddle  horse 160. 00 

2  extra  work  mules,  at  |140  each 280.00 

Total 971.00 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence  and  after  the  consideration  of  briefs  and  after  hearing 
the  arguments  of  the  respective  counsel,  makes  the  following 

FINDING   OP  PACT. 

There  was  taken  from  the  claimant's  decedent  in  Williamson  County,  State  of  Ten- 
nessee, during  the  war  for  the  suppression  of  the  rebellion,  by  the  military  forces  ol  the 
United  States  by  proper  authority  for  the  use  of  the  army,  property  of  the  kind  and 
character  above  described,  which  was  then  and  there  reasonably  worth  the  sum  d 
three  hundred  and  forty  dollars  ($340). 

No  payment  appears  to  have  been  made  therefor, 

Bt  thb  Coust. 

Filed  March  11,  1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  12th  day  of  December,  A.  D.  1907. 

[seal.]  John  Randolph, 

Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  CliximM, 

o 


60thOongbbs8,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES,  j  Document 

l9t  Session.      J  I    No.  359. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  GEORGE  TODD. 


LBTTBB  FBOH  THE  ASSISTANT  GLEBE  OF  THE  COTJBT  OF  CLAIMS 
TRANSMTTTINa  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  COT7BT 
IN  THE  CASE  OF  OEOBOE  TODD  AGAINST  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


DscxMBSB  16,  1907. — ^Beferred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


CouBT  OP  Claims,  Clebk's  Office, 

Washington,  December  IS,  1907. 
Sm:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court  I  transmit  herewith  a  certi- 
fied copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War 
Claims,  House  of  Representatives,  imder  the  act  of  March  3,  1883, 
known  as  the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolpbl 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  {he  House  of  Representatives. 


(Court  of  ClAlms.    CongieBsioxiAl,  No.  6776.    George  Todd  ▼.  The  United  States.! 

This  case,  bemg  a  claim  for  supplies  or  stores  aUeged  to  have  been  taken  by  or  fur- 
nkhed  to  the  military  forces  of  the  United  States  for  their  use  during  the  late  war  for  the 
■uppression  of  the  rebeUion,  the  court,  on  a  preliminary  inquiry,  finds  that  George 
Todd,  the  person  aUeged  to  have  fumished  such  supplies  or  stores,  or  ^m  whom  the 
nine  are  alleged  to  have  been  taken,  was  loyal  to  the  Government  of  the  United  States 
throughout  said  war. 

By  the  Court. 

PHed  February  11, 1907. 


(Court  of  C3alms.    Congrestioxuil  oaae,  No.  6776.    George  Todd  ▼.  The  United  States.] 
8TATBMBNT  OV  GA8S. 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  for  supplies  or  stores,  alleged  to  have  been 
tdcen  by  or  furnished  to  the  militarv  forces  of  the  United  States,  for  their  use  during 
the  late  war  for  the  suppression  of  tne  rebellion,  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the 
Oommittee  on  War  Caaims,  House  of  Representatives,  on  the  14th  day  of  February, 
1889. 

On  a  pieliminanr  inquiry  the  court,  on  the  11th  day  of  February,  1907,  found  that 
tfie  penon  alleffaa  to  have  furnished  the  supplies  or  stores,  or  from  whom  they  were 
alkged  to  hftTeMen  taken,  was  loyal  to  the  Government  of  the  United  States  thioui^- 
oalflddwar. 


fTEOBOE  TODD- 

jtiuiteiiieritecn  tbel2tlid&vof  MATch.,  1907> 
I^Appeftredfordaiinantrana  the  Atlomey-G«nemi« 
■^  8M  under  his  direction,  appeaifd  for  tie  deienae 
lof  tliie  United  States. 

fceithe  follow i Dg  aJlagat ions: 

u  m  i>e@id<^Dt  of  Maurv  County,  State  of  Tennewee^ 
'  in  mad  county  and  State  of  certain  qnartt+rmaster 
Vi  whirh  In  the  fall  of  1864  were  seized  and  appropriated 
««  qf  the  United  States  then  stationed  Mid  opeiatiDg  in 
?^  m  thie  ^b wing  bill  of  iteou : 

**A 


- - fsoa 

_^  #vid«nce  and  after  the  coneidemtion  of  brieli  and  af tef  heaxu^ 
MiVpfictiye  counael,  makee  the  following 

flNDlHG  or  FACT. 

I  fn^an  the  claimant  in  Maury  County  ^  State  of  Termoaioo^  dunBg  the 

^ ^fi^^n  of  the  rehelHoa^  by  the  military  forcea  of  the  United  Statee.  by 

Iff  tor  the  use  of  the  Army,  borsea  aa  fei  forth  in  the  pettijonf  which  as 

» ol  taking  were  reasonably  worth  the  mm  of  one  hundred  and  leu 


( to  have  been  made  therefor* 


^KSBi  d>7  «t  December,  A.  D.  1907. 

o 


By  THE  Couat. 

JoHW  Randolph, 
Auistant  CUrh  CauH  of  CJbuni* 


60th  Congress,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  I  Document 
Ut  Session.      )  |    No.  360. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  C.  R.  HOLMES,  ADMINISTRATOR  OF 

LUCKETT  DAVIS. 


LBTTBB  FBOH  THE  ASSISTANT  GLEBE  OF  THE  COTJBT  OF  CLAIMS, 
TaANSMTTTINa  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  COUBT 
or  THE  CASE  OF  C.  B.  HOLMES,  ADMINISTBATOB  OF  LUCKETT 
DAVIS,  DECEASED,  AGAINST  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


DxcsMBBR  16,  1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  op  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

Wdshington,  December  ISy  1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court,  I  transmit  herewith  a 
certified  copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid 
cause,  whicn  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on 
War  Claims,  House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3, 
1883,  known  as  the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Court  of  Claims.    Congressional  No.  2055.    Luckett  Davis  v.  The  United  SUtes.] 

This  case,  being  a  claim  for  supplies  or  stores  alleged  to  have  been  tak  en  by  or  fur- 
nished to  the  military  forces  of  the  United  States  for  their  use  during  the  late  war 
for  the  suppression  of  the  rebellion,  the  court,  on  a  preliminary  inauuy,  finds  that 
nid  Luckett  Davis,  the  person  alleged  to  have  furnished  such  supplief  or  stores,  or 
from  whom  the  same  are  alleged  to  have  been  taken,  was  loyal  to  the  Government 
ci  the  United  States  throughout  said  war. 

By  t«f.  Court. 

FUed  June  8,  1891. 


(Court  of  GUtms.    Congressional  No.  2055.    G.  R.  Holmes,  administrator  of  Luckett  On  vis,  deceased, 

V.  The  United  States.] 

STATEMENT  OF  CASE. 

The  daim  in  the  above-entitled  case  for  supplies  or  stores  alleged  to  have  been 
tMken  by  or  furnished  to  the  military  forces  of  the  United  States  for  their  u»e  during 
the  late  war  for  the  suppression  of  the  rebellion,  was  transmitted  to  tho  o*»urt  by  the 
Committee  on  War  Claims,  House  of  Representatives,  on  the  27th  day  of  Ja^u^ry,  1888. 

On  a  preliminary  inquiry  the  court,  on  the  8th  day  of  June,  1891,  ioimd  that  the 


I  preliminary  inquiry  the  court,  on  t 
,  alleged  to  have  furnished  the  suppl: 


penoD.  alleged  to  have  furnished  the  supplies  or  stores,  or  from  ^hom  Ul«i  ^^^  ^- 


0.    B.    HOLMES. 


leged  to  have  been  taken,  wm  loy^il  to  the  Goveniment  of  the  United  States  throtig^ 
out  said  war. 

The  csae  was  brought  to  a  hearing  on  ite  merita  on  the  19th  day  of  November,  1906. 

C.  A,  &  F.  W.  BmtidenbiiT]^t  esQ-t  appeared  for  claimant,  and  the  Attornev-Generii, 
by  W,  W,  Scott,  esq.^  hia  assiBlant,  and  ander  his  directiun^  appeared  for  tae  defeiiai 
and  protection  of  the  interesta  of  tte  United  States. 

The  claimant  in  his  petition  makes  the  follow ing  alle^ttona: 

Tliat  said  Lucket(;  Davia,  now  deceiined,  during  llie  eaid  war  waa  a  reaideut  of  Ruth- 
erford  County,  State  of  Tenuesaee,  and  was  the  owner  and  possessor  on  hie  farm  in 
said  couniy  and  State  of  certain  quart^nn aster  stores  and  commiRwary  supplies,  whidi 
Ld  the  spring  of  1863  were  seized  and  appropriated  to  the  iis$  of  the  military  foroa 
of  the  United  States  then  stationed  and  operating  in  aaid  locality,  according  to  the 
following  biU  of  items; 

10  horaea-.. >.-.„_.-...„ ...._, - 9l4  22&,00 

7  mules .„, .,,,,-., -.... - 690.00 

8  well -fatted  bee  vee.. - - 192.00 

6 small  beevee* ,,...,,, .„-, „. 90.00 

2^800  bushels  of  eom  taken  from  the  field,  at  GO  ccnta  pef  buahel 1,  $80^  00 

2,4^8  busholei  of  coru  taken  from  the  crib^  at  60  cents  per  bushel  .>......>.  1^  4dO.  8ft 

2  tone  of  fodder,  at  $20 ._,.. , -.,..-. _  4j0.01> 

atonaof  oata,  at|20,...- - ..,,. 40,00 

Total....,.,., ,.,. ,.,.,... 6,637.80 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence  and  after  the  consideration  of  bri«&  filud  aft^  heanng 
th@  aigmnenta  of  the  respective  counsel,  makes  the  followi4g 

FIN  DIN  n  OP  WJiOI^ 

There  was  taken  from  the  claimant's  decedent  m  Rntherford,  State  of  Teim«miii, 
during  the  late  civil  war,  by  the  military  forces  of  the  United  Stalest  for  the  uae  d  thft 
Anny,  by  proper  authority,  property  of  the  kind  and  character  described  in  thd  peti> 
tton^  which  at  the  time  and  place  of  taking  waa  reaiisonably  worth  the  sum  of  fouitetan 
hundred  and  ninety  dollars  (|1,4D0). 

No  payment  appears  to  have  been  made  therefoTii 

By  tsm  Count, 

Filed  March  11,  1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Teat  this  12th  day  of  December,  A.  D.  1^07. 

JUmttiTU  Ci^h  Omri  Qf  Ciaitm. 

o 


60rH  Congress,  )  HOUSE  OP  REPRESENTATIVES.  IDooumbnt 
M  Session.      )  1    No- 361. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  SCHOONER  COLLY. 


LBTTBB  FBOM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLBBE  OF  THE  COTJBT  OF  CLAIMS 
T&ANSMITTINa  A  COPY  OF  THE  CONCLUSIONS  OF  LAW  AND  OF 
FACT  IN  THE  FBENCH  SPOLIATION  CASES  BELATING  TO  THE 
80KOONEE  COLLY,  WILLIAM  MAEINEE,  MASTEE. 


Dbcbmbbr  16, 1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 


Court  op  Claims, 
WasJiingUm,  D,  C,  December^  13, 1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit  here- 
with the  conclusions  of  fact  and  of  law  filed  imder  the  act  of  January 
20,  1885,  in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  fina- 
ings  by  the  court  relatmg  to  the  vessel  schooner  CoUyf  William 
Mariner,  master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Cleric  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  (he  House  of  Representatives. 


[Court  of  CUims.    French  Bpoliatlons.    Act  of  January  20.  1885;  23  Stat.  L.,  283.    Vol.  J,  Sopplement 
to  R.  8.,  2d  ed.,  471.    Vessel  schooner  CoUy,  Wiilium  Mariner,  master.] 

No.  of 


Claimant. 
1822.    BrookB  Adams,  adminifitrator  of  Peter  G.  Brooks,  v.  The  United  States. 

A.  Lawrence  Lowell,  administrator  of  Nathaniel  Fellowes,  v.  The  United 
States. 
2034.     George  G.  King,  administrator  of  Crowell  Hatch,  r.  The  United  States. 
3476.     Charles  T.  Lovering,  administrator  of  Joseph  Taylor,  v.  The  United  States. 

A.  Lawrence  Lowell,  administrator  of  Nathaniel  Fellowes,  v.  The  United 
States. 

Geoiye  G.  Kine,  administrator  of  James  Scott,  v.  The  United  States. 

William  P.  Perons,  administrator  of  Thomas  rerkins,  v.  The  United  States. 

Charles  A.  Welsh,  administrator  of  William  Stackpole,  v.  The  United  States. 

Walter  Hunnewell,  administrator  of  Arnold  Welles,  jr.,  v.  The  United  States. 

Walter  Hunnewell,  administrator  of  John  Welles,  v.  The  United  States. 

Frank  Dabney,  administrator  of  Samuel  W.  Pomeroy,  v.  The  United  States. 

David  G.  Haskins,  administrator  of  David  Greene,  v.  The  United  States. 

PRELIMINARY  STATEMENT. 

These  cases  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  14th  day  of  March,  1907. 
The  claimants  were  represented  by  William  T.  S.  Curtis  and  Theodore  J.  Pickett, 
tad  the  United  States,  defendants,  by  the  Attorney-General,  through  his  assistaivt  vci 
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the  Department  el  Juatice^  JobA  W.  Xtmiaer.  eeq.,  with  whom  was  Aflsistuit  Attomej^ 
GeueraJl  J.  A.  Yaa  OnJeL 


COXCJLVWONS  OF  FACT. 

The  court,  upoa  the  evidence  axKi  aft^  hearing  the  arguments  and  considering  the 
iamo  with  the  briels  et  counsel  en  each  side,  determine  the  facts  to  be  as  follows: 

I.  The  ac'hooner  Colly^  WiilLiun  Mariner,  master,  sailed  on  a  commercial  voyage  <m 
or  about  March  7,  17^.  from  l>06ton  bound  to  Surinam.  Seized  in  the  harbor  ci  Cay- 
enne, where  the  vedbcl  had  put  in  distress,  by  the  officers  of  that  port,  on  the  12th  day 
of  April,  17d8.  Condeumea  by  the  tribunal  of  public  arbitratora  of  the  department 
of  the  colony  of  Cayenne  aame  day— April  12, 1798 — (23  Germinal,  year  6)  on  the  fol- 
lowing ground: 

^'That  the  rdle  d*^uipage  carried  by  the  said  master  was  not  in  the  required  fonn, 
it  not  haviug  containt^i  the  names  of  two  passengers  on  board.'' 

II.  The  schooner  Colly  was  a  duly  re^tered  vessel  of  the  United  States  ol  59  tons 
burthen:  built  In  the  State  of  Virginia  in  the  year  1789,  and  owned  solely  by  Peter 
William  Mariner,  master  of  said  vessel,  who  was  a  citizen  of  the  United  States. 

III.  The  cargo  of  the  Colly  at  the  time  of  seizure  and  condemnation  consisted  ol 
cables,  butter,  corda^,  copper,  nails,  pork,  staves,  and  cheese,  and  was  owned  by  the 
master,  William  Manner. 

IV.  The  cargo  was  overinstu^,  as  shown  below,  but  the  actual  loss  on  the  cargo  was 
18,154,  plus  11,630.80,  premium  of  insurance  paid  on  the  actual  value  ol  the  cargo, 
makes  total  loss  thereon  $9,784.80;  insurance  received,  $9,784.80. 

V.  March  7,  1798,  Muneo  Mackay,  as  agent  for  William  Mariner,  e£fected  insurance 
in  the  office  of  Joseph  Taylor,  an  insurance  broker  of  Boston,  to  the  amount  of  $5,000  on 
the  cargo,  paying  tnerefor  a  premiimi  of  20  per  cent,  said  policy  being  underwritten  by 
the  following  persons,  each  in  the  sums  set  opposite  their  names,  respectively,  viz: 


Nathaniel  Fellowes $1,000 

James  Scott 500 

Thomas  Perkins 500 

Wdliam  Stackpole 500 


John  WeUes $500 

Arnold  Welles,  jr 500 

Samuel  W.  Pomeroy 500 

David  Greene 1,000 


Thereafter  said  Joseph  Tavlor,  as  agent,  duly  paid  the  said  assured  the  sum  of. 
$5,000,  being  in  full  for  a  total  loss  by  reason  of  the  premises;  but  there  beiiig  an  over- 
insurance  on  this  policy  and  the  one  in  the  Brooks  office,  the  loss  on  this  policy 
amounted  only  to  tne  sum  of  $3,763.38,  and  the  pro  rata  loss  to  each  underwriter  is  as 
follows: 


Arnold  Welles,  jr $376.34 

Samuel  W.  Pomeroy 376.33 

David  Greene 752.67 


Nathaniel  Fellowes $752.68 

James  Scott 376.34 

Thomas  Perkins 376.34 

William  Stack])^  -le 370.  34 

John  Welles 376.  34  3,  763. 38 

VI.  Murch  7,  179S,  Muniro  Mackay,  as  agent  for  William  Mariner,  effected  inFiirance 
in  the  ( 'trice  of  Piter  C.  Bnx^ks,  insurance  brnk^r  of  Fv  <i'..n.  to  the  amount  of  $S.000 
on  thf  can?',  paying  then,  u-r  a  premium  of  20  pvr  c»nt.  said  policy  being  underwritten 
by  the  following  persons,  each  in  the  amount  set  opp<.'Sile  their  names",  respectively, 


Crowell  llafch ?1,(^X) 

Tuihill  lluM.art l.iXX) 

Nathaniel  Fellnw.s lj^>^ 

William  Smith 1.(Kh» 

Daniel  I).  Iu»gtrs 4(H) 


Dani«  1  Sarc-nt $ri00 

Cahb  H. >nk  1  r.^ 1, 000 

Mall  hew  r.r .  i  J. 400 

luiijamin  H   iii.  r 600 

Davkl  cir.t  ne •  1,000 


Thereafter  said  Peter  C.  Bnx^ks.  a?  ac^^nt.  duly  pai«l  the  paid  assured  the  sum  of 
|8.lKK\  being  in  full  for  a  total  l'S>s  bv  n;k5v»n  of  the  prenn.«5t  ?;  but  there  beinc  an  over- 
insurance  on  this  iH>licy  as  well  as  ifie  i^ne  in  the  Tayl.T  otlice.  the  lOiSS  on  thi5  policy 
amounted  only  to  the  sum  uf  $t),021.42.  and  the  pru  rata  k»css  to  each  underwriter  is  as 
fv>llow8: 


Cn>well  Hatch |7,V2.  r>S 

Tuthill  Hubbart 7:>2.  t'S 

Nathaniel  Kellowi^s 702.  i'.^ 

William  Smith 7o2.  t'S 

Daniel  P.  llogt^rs 301.  07 

Daniel  Sargent 451.  01 


Caleb  Ilopk ins |752,  67 

Maithow  r^ridu-e 301.07 

!>• 'ja:nin  Homer 45L  61 

la.  id  Greene 752.67 


6,02L42 
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Altar  said  pAyment,  to  wit,  December  16, 1801,  for  and  in  consideration  of  $3,715.50 
and  the  aflsumption  of  the  responsibility  of  William  Smith  as  an  underwriter  in  the 
office  of  Peter  C.  Brooks,  said  Smith  assigned  to  said  Brooks  all  his  interest  in  said 
business. 

After  said  payment,  to  wit.  April  4, 1808,  for  and  in  consideration  of  $60,000  and  the 
aMumption  of  the  responsibility  of  Tuthill  Hubbart  as  an  underwriter  in  the  office  of 
Peter  C.  Brooks,  said  Hubbart  assigned  to  said  Brooks  all  of  his  interest  in  said  business. 

After  said  payment,  to  wit,  October  19, 1804,  for  and  in  consideration  of  $3,400  and 
the  assumption  of  the  responsibility  of  Daniel  D.  Rogers  as  an  underwriter  in  the 
office  of  Peter  C.  Brooks,  said  Rogers  assigned  to  the  said  Brooks  idl  of  his  interest  in 
said  business. 

After  said  payment,  to  wit,  November  23, 1804,  for  and  in  consideration  of  $3,180.37 
and  the  assumption  of  the  responsibility  of  Matthew  Bridge  as  an  underwriter  in  the 
office  ol  Peter  C.  Brooks,  said  Bridge  assigned  to  the  said  Brooks  all  of  his  interest  in 
said  business. 

After  said  payment,  to  wit,  July  23, 1805,  for  and  in  consideration  of  $5,000  and  the 
aMumption  of  the  responsibility  of  Benjamin  Homer  as  an  underwriter  in  the  office 
of  Peter  C.  Brooks,  said  Homer  assigned  to  the  said  Brooks  all  of  his  interest  in  said 
business. 

After  said  payment,  to  wit,  December  23,  1801,  for  and  in  consideration  of  $6,000 
and  the  assumption  of  the  responsibility  of  David  Greene  as  an  underwriter  in  the 
office  of  Peter  C.  Brooks,  said  Greene  assigned  to  said  Brooks  all  his  interest  in  said 
business. 

After  said  pa)rmentj  to  wit,  December  8,  1801,  the  administrator  of  Caleb  Hopkins, 
for  and  in  consideration  of  $3,000  and  the  assumption  of  the  responsibility  of  said 
Hopkins  as  an  underwriter  im  the  office  of  Peter  C.  Brooks,  said  administrator  assigned 
to  tne  said  Brooks  all  the  interest  of  the  said  Hopkins  in  said  business. 

After  said  payment,  to  wit,  September  2,  1806,  for  and  in  consideration  of  $3,000 
and  the  assumption  of  the  responsibility  of  Daniel  Sargent  as  an  underwriter  in  the 
office  of  Peter  C.  Brooks,  said  Sargent  assigned  to  said  Brooks  all  of  his  interest  in  said 
business. 

The  claimants  have  produced  letters  of  administration  on  the  estates  of  the  i)artie0 
for  whom  they  appear,  and  have  otherwise  proved  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  court  that 
the  persons  for  whose  estates  they  have  filed  claims  are  in  fact  the  same  persons  who 
Buffered  loss  by  reason  of  the  seizure  and  condemnation  of  the  schooner  CoUy  as  set 
lorth  in  the  preceding  findings. 

Said  claims  were  not  embraced  in  the  convention  between  the  United  States  and 
the  Republic  of  France  concluded  on  the  30th  of  April,  1803.  They  were  not  claims 
growing  out  of  the  acts  of  France  allowed  and  paid  in  whole  or  in  part  imder  the 
provisions  of  the  treatv  between  the  United  States  and  Spain  concluded  on  the  22d 
of  February,  1819,  ana  were  not  allowed  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the  provisions  of 
the  treaty  oetween  the  United  States  and  France  of  the  4th  of  July,  1831. 

The  claimants,  in  their  representative  capacity,  are  the  owners  of  said  daima, 
wliich  have  never  been  assigned  except  as  aforesaid. 

CONCLUSIONS  OP  LAW. 

The  court  decides  as  conclusions  of  law  that  said  seizure  and  condemnation  were 
fllegal,  and  the  owners  and  insurers  had  valid  claims  of  indemnity  therefor  upon 
the  French  Government  prior  to  the  ratification  of  the  convention  between  the  Umted 
States  and  the  French  Republic,  concluded  on  the  30th  day  of  September,  1800; 
thftt  said  claims  were  relinc^uished  to  France  by  the  Government  of  the  United  States 
bv  said  treaty  in  part  consideration  of  the  relmquishment  of  certain  national  claims 
of  France  agaonst  the  United  States;  and  that  the  claimants  are  entitled  to  the  follow- 
ing sums  from  the  United  States: 

Brooks  Adams,  administrator  of  Peter  0.  Brooks,  four  thousand  five  hun- 
dred and  sixteen  dollars  and  six  cents $4, 516. 06 

Qeifge  G.  King,  administrator  of  Crowell  Hatch,  seven  hundred  and  fifty- 
two  ddllaiB  and  sixty-eij?ht  cents 762. 68 

A.  Lawrence  Lowell,  administrator  of  Nathaniel  Fellowes,  one  thousand  five 
hundred  and  five  dollars  and  thirty-six  cents 1, 505. 36 

Geoige  G.  King,  administrator  of  James  Scott,  three  hundred  and  seventy- 

JBX  doUaiB  and  thirty-four  cents 376. 34 

William  P.  Perkins,  aaministrator  of  Thomas  Perkins,  three  hundred  and 
aeventjr-cix  dollars  and  thirty-four  cents 376. 34 

Ghsdes  A.  Welsh,  administrator  of  William  Stackpole,  three  hundred  and 
•eren^-flix  doUan  and  thirty-four  cents 37^ .  ^ 


f  ^  i<^OOiri:B  OOLLT. 

Walter  Hnntit^wtll^  administmUir  of  John  WeUa,  thi^  hundred  and  i 
enty-eix  dollare  and  thirty-four  ceiatM. . _. ,      |376»^ 

Walter  Hunnewoll,  adminiatmtor  of  Arnold  Welb,  jr.,  three  hundTod  and 
Beventy-eix  dollara  aod  thirty-four  cents , . , - 376.  M 

Frank  Dabnrsyj  adrnmiatrator  of  Saniuol  W.  Pomeroy,  three  hundred  and 
aeventy-six  doO ara  and  thirty-three  centa . 376, 33 

David  G.  Haakiiia,  administrator  of  David  Greene,  seven  hundred  and  fifty- 
two  dollara  and  sixty-seven  cents ,, ,,,. .,._,,,,*,        752.67 

Amounting  in  all  to  nine  thousand  seven  hundred  and  eighty-four 
dollara  and  eighty  centa , ,.. 9»7S4.80 

The  owners  ol  veBiel,  cmjgct,  and  freight  are  not  in  court. 

Bt  xaa  CovRt. 
FQed  March  18, 1907. 
A  true  copy. 

Test  thia  13th  day  of  December,  A>  D.  1907, 
[aEAL,]  John  B^NnoLFEt, 

AMtitant  Cktk  CmiH  of  CmmM. 

0 


60th  Congress,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  I  Document 
1st  Session.      X  \   No.  362. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  SCHOONER  JUNO. 


LETTER  FBOM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLERK  OF  THE  C0T7RT  OF  CLAIMS, 
TBANSMtTTma  A  COPY  OF  THE  CONCLUSIONS  OF  LAW  AND  OF 
FACT  IN  THE  FRENCH  SPOLIATION  CASES  BBLATING  TO  THE 
SCHOONER  JX7N0,  WILLIAM  BURGESS,  MASTER. 


Dbcbmbbb  16, 1907. — ^Referred  to  the  Ck)mmittee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 


Court  of  Claims, 
Washingtony  D.  C,  December  H,  1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit 
herewith  the  conclusions  of  fact  and  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of 
January  20,  1885,  in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  tl^e 
annexed  findings  by  the  court  relating  to  the  vessel  schooner  t/uno, 
William  Burgess,  master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Cleric  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


(Coort  of  Claims.    French  spoliations.    Act  of  January  20, 1885, 23  Stat.  L.,  283.    VoL  1,  Supplement  to 

R.  S.,  2d  £d.,  471.    Vessel  schooner  Juno,  William  Burgess,  master. 
No.  of 
esse.  Claimant. 

2360.    Cazenove  G.  Lee,  administrator  of  the  estate  of  James  Patton,  surviving  partner 

of  James  Patton  and  James  Dykes,  deceased,  v.  The  United  States. 
85M.    Charles  G.  Lovering,  administrator  of  the  estate  of  Joseph  Taylor,  deceased,  v. 

The  United  States. 
3556.    John  W.  Apthorp,  administrator  of  the  estate  of  William  Foster,  deceased,  v. 

The  United  States. 
3556.    William  I.  Monroe,  administrator  of  the  estate  of  John  Brazer,  deceased,  v. 

The  United  States. 
3556.    William  S.  Carter,  administrator  of  the  estate  of  William  Smith,  deceased,  v. 

The  United  States. 
3556.    H.  Burr  Crandall,  administrator  of  the  estate  of  Thomas  Dickason.  deceased,  v. 

The  United  States. 
3556.    Nathan  Matthews,  administrator  of  the  estate  of  Daniel  Sargent,  deceased,  v. 

The  United  States. 
3556.    Augustus  P.  Loring,  administrator  of  the  estate  of  William  Boardman,  deceased, 

V.  The  United  States. 
3556.    Lawrence  Bond,  administrator  of  the  estate  of  Nathan  Bond,  deceased,  v.  The 

United  States. 
S666.  David  Greene  Haskins,  administrator  of  the  estate  of  David  Greene,  deceased, 

«.  The  United  States. 


«i  ^ 


BOHOOKEB  JTJVOl 


Clainumt. 
)KiUt.     y/illlftm  n.  FAiry,  administrator  of  the  estate  of  Xidwlifl  GOman,  deceased,  t. 

*iU*'  I'^itiU'ii  Ktat(«. 
iCr//jC.    jtl//fi  iifof n<*ry  Klctcher  administrator  of  the  esute  cf  John  Walter  fletcher, 

*U*.ri*tunu\,  I  partner  of  Fletcher  <k  Otway,  r.  The  United  Statea. 
t//^.     Iht$urit  IS.  Hiifgont,  jr.,  administrator  of  the  esiate  ol  Daniel  Saigent,  deceased, 

ii  't'Uti  IJiiiUtd  Ktatffs. 
W4J(f     WHlliiffi  1.  Monnio,  administrator  of  the  estate  of  John  Bnzer,  deceased,  t. 

IIhi  linihid  Ktutofl. 
O^i/y      WiMitiiti  A .  llaycH.  2(1,  administrator  of  the  estate  of  EliphaleC  Ladd,  deceased, 

t'  'lliH  DiilLpd  StiU<'H. 
i:^/i,    4n\\uh  T.  Itiirkn,  administrator  of  the  estate  ol  Geoz]ge  Ta^dor,  deceased,  v. 

Dill  l]iiil.iu|  Siutfs. 
'//yia.     Willuiii  <*■   Hill,  Nurviving  executor  of  WiUiam  W.  Corcoran,  deceased,  v. 

Tlin  liiilhMJ  StiltcH. 

2';:^ii     JaiiK  b  M  .liiliitNtoii,  a<lministrator  of  the  estate  of  Geoige  W.  Riggs,  deceased,  v. 

'liiii  HiiMimI  S(u(rr4. 
24/^6.     i(<<l<i:ii  h    riirw.  udniinistrator  of  the  estate  of  Richard  Smith,  deceased,  f. 

'iliu  liuUud  MUL(«. 

rKKUMINARY  STATEMSMT. 

Thc'fti:  ru«it«  wfin  li'lrtl  hrfon*  tlu*  Court  of  Claims  on  the  19th  day  (^  March,  1907. 

Tlii;  i  liiiiiuiiiiti  \\itit»  n  prtMcntfd  by  Charles  W.  Clagett,  William  T.  S.  Curtis,  Theo- 
<i<//(.  J  Tit  K<  II,  .liiliii  Hi.  Clair  hr(M)koB, and  George  S.  Boutwell.  esqs.,  and  the  United 
Hijit.a,  dchiitliiitld,  hv  thi«  Attoruev-General,  through  his  assistant  in  the  Department 
t4  hmiUii,  Jiiiiii  W.  TmintT,  and  Stanhope  Henry,  esqs.,  with  whom  was  Assistant 
i^lli/nit.y  (ii:iittiul  J.  A.  VunOrmlol. 

CONCLUSIONS  OF  FACT. 

'J'^L  I  OKI  I,  u|Miii  ilut  tivitltMKM*  and  after  hearing  the  arguments  and  considering  the 

mint  Willi  I  ill:  III  hid  nt  t'nuiiM«'l  on  (*i\rh  Hide,  determine  the  facts  to  be  as  follows: 

i  'i  licm  iiiiiiiuit  ./niio,  Williiuu  UunreHH,  master,  sailed  on  a  conmiercial  voyage  from 
^lt;x.iiidiiit.  Vu  ,  Juno  l^,  IViKi.  bound  for  Port  au  Prince.  Wliile  peacefully  pumi- 
'Um  tmii\  VH\titio  blio  wtiM  nipturod  on  the  high  seas  on  the  18th  day  of  July,  1796,  hj 
liiu  i'liiiuli  li.itfMi  Im  //ofiMf,  Ntmvellc,  and  c^arried  into  the  port  of  Leogane,  Hispam- 
uU  'i'liit  fitllfw  in^  111  (ho  pnttoMt  of  James  Merrihew,  the  mate  of  the  schooner  Juno: 
"  liy  I  Ilia  |Mihlii  Inntruinont  of  nrotent,  be  it  known  and  manifest  that  on  Saturday, 
tUt:  lifilt  dtiy  of  N(ivoiulM«r.  iinno  iMmini  1796,  before  me,  Samuel  Chace,  esq.,  public 
ij<<i.n  ■  .  .jiih  ii|i|iniii(od  I'm  thr  \o\\'i\  luid  county  of  Providence,  in  the  State  of  Khode 
i.l.Mi'i  .III. I  I'll. \  I.I.  ih  p  rhnii.UioiiH.  pi'isonally  a]>poared  and  came  James  Merrihew, 
i.iii.  iii.ih  ..I  P.  liMMini  ./»//....».!  Iv.t'ton.  biliMiiring  to  Dix  and  Haskins,  merchants  there, 
uiiil  I.I  iMf.-  niif.ijM  .1  III  (liic  I. •Nil  .'I  law  tloth  dopope  and  declare  that  he  sailed  out  from 
Ji...i..i.  .lii  III. Id-,  iiluiriini  in  Jsud  schooner  niutcr  William  Burgess,  and  went  to  Alex- 
uii'lii.i,  .iimI  iiM.lv  Ml  ii  .  ;iu'.u  ilicrc  lor  I'ort  an  Prince,  and  on  the  fifteenth  day  of  June 
111!  ilii:  r.i|nni  \  ii'iiii.i,  \c:o,t»l  and  cai>:o  then  in  good  order.  During  our  pasc^ige 
o.i-  ..I  r,i|in  Ni.  ii..l.ii  .Inly  (ho  liltccnth,  and  fell  in  with  a  lleet  of  Ameri.  ans  and 
jMi^li  li  vr  -.Im  JM.uiid  to  iIh«  sanu'  l*ort  au  Prince  under  convoy  of  Enpli>h  amu^i 
vi'n;«i  I '.  <iii<l  nil  Ihf  m^hicciiih  we  >\ere  boarded  by  a  French  barge  named  Bot.j.t^  r.l, 
J'rhi  TniiiuiM.  iiiuMier.  Tin  y  pill  on  hoard  us  four  armed  men,  soldiers  and  a  corjx>r.d. 
all  In  IK  ii.  and  we  WiVr  in>i  any  o(  us  allowed  to  speak  with  any  other  Amorii  an  in 
(hill  I'l.i.  r  The  capiain.  William  r.uii:ess,  was  carried  on  shore  and  examined  and 
n  liiiiK  d  (hat  evriiii.;:.  the  \\H\\  carried  on  shore  again,  when  he  was  abused  f(.»r  that 
h«-i«iii.««l  to  h't  I  In  in  ha\e  thtM-argo  a!  a  ]m  ice  1  hey  were  pleased  to  offer  him.  Thoy 
iimU  tioni  u.H  all  our  pioir.  ti.Mis  and  every  paper  they  could  find  and  carriovi  them 
ttWiiy  in  the  raptain's  tiunk. 

"On  the  t\N «  n I y  second  day  the  coniiiiissiiry  came  on  board  and  demanded  the 
t  ahhiin  to  net  a  price  on  the  tUmr.  which  he  did.  They  were  to  give  him  sixti'ea 
«ii.||.ii.H  a  barrel  f.»r  the  superline  and  tifieen  dollars  for  the  line  and  to  pay  him  in  Cv^ffee 
u(  M  Mie  ill  fnrty-live  davs,  after  which  the  ca])tain  attempted  to  go  on  sht^re,  but  was 
Bii'pptd  by  the  i^uanl  and  ordered  airain  on  board;  and  on  tne  twentv-third  the  captain 
in.'iii  iJie  Mil  hhure  with  a  line  for  the  privilege  to  come  on  shore,  but  the  answer  was.  No; 
und  nil  (he  twentv-f«>urth  the  commissary  sent  on  lx"»ard  for  four  barreb  of  bread,  but 
(in  .  .i|.i.iin  wnuld  n«<i  let  it  go,  s«)  u]>nn  thi>«  refusal  they  came  on  the  twenty-lifth  on 
bt>ui«l  a  lit  I  iiiok  it  away  by  force,  and  ou  ihc  twenty -aixth  they  came  on  board  ii^^in 
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and  demanded  the  flouf,  which  we  also  began  to  deliver;  and  on  the  thirtieth  the 
captain  sot  liberty  to  ^  on  shore,  and  on  Juiv  second  finished  landing  our  flour;  and 
on  the  tnird  the  captain  ^t  a  receipt  for  it,  but  they  took  it  from  him  in  two  hours 
after  and  never  returned  it  again;  and  on  the  22d  August  the  commissary  sent  a  boat 
on  board  and  began  to  take  our  bread  and  meal  without  asking  any  questions,  and  on 
the  eighth  September  they  finished;  and  on  the  fifteenth  September  Captain  Burgees 
died;  and  on  tiie  twenty-first  they  told  me  that  they  would  ^ve  me  a  receipt  for  the 
caigo  if  I  would  render  an  account  of  the  cargo  to  the  admmistration,  which  I  did, 
after  which  they  refused  to  give  me  any;  and  whether  that  I  signed  was  a  receipt  or 
not  it  was  not  in  my  power  to  say,  but  it  was  translated  as  an  accompt;  agreeable  to 
my  accompt;  I  appli^  to  the  administration  for  meat  three  times,  and  he  refused  to 
supply  me;  and  on  the  twenty-eighth  I  abandoned  the  vessel,  having  nothing  on  board 
to  subsist  on  except  bread  and  water;  then  took  passage  with  Captain  Samuel  Davis 
in  sloop  Union,  bound  to  Providence,  and  on  the  evening  of  the  fourth  of  November 
arrivea  and  report  accordingly.** 

It  further  appears  by  letter  from  William  Burgess,  master  of  the  schooner  Jvvo, 
addressed  to  Patton  and  Dykes,  dated  Lcogane,  Hippaniola,  July  26, 1796,  that  on  the 
18th  of  July,  1796,  he  got  within  20  miles  of  Port  au  Piince  in  company  with  three 
sails  of  American  vessels  bound  for  that  place;  that  he  was  captured  bv  a  French  pri- 
vateer and  carried  into  Leogane;  that  six  armed  men  were  put  on  board  to  guuti 
him,  and  that  he  was  not  allowed  to  advise  with  any  Americans  in  that  port,  there 
beinff  twenty  American  vessels  present,  nor  even  to  speak  to  them  from  nis  vessel; 
that  he  was  carried  by  a  guard  of  soldiers  to  the  commandant  everyday  for  examina- 
tion; that  he  was  kept  as  closely  confined  as  a  prisoner  of  war  and  was  not  allowed  to 
enter  a  protest  nor  even  to  go  on  shore  without  the  commandant  sending  for  him,  and 
that  then  he  was  driven  before  a  guard  of  negroes  like  a  dog. 

On  the  9th  day  of  January,  1797,  the  Juno  was  condemned  by  the  tribunal  of  com- 
merce sitting  at  Cape  Francois,  on  the  following  grounds: 

That  the  Juno  was  bound  for  Port  au  Prince,  and  that  Port  au  Prince  is  one  of  the 
places  in  the  colony  of  San  Domingo  that  have  rebelled  aeainst  the  laws  of  the  French 
Kepublic  and  are  under  the  protection  of  the  British  Government,  and  have  been 
declared  in  a  state  of  permanent  seige  by  the  decree  of  the  commission  of  the  6th  of 
this  month. 

II.  The  Juno  was  a  duly  registered  vessel  of  the  United  States  of  111({  tons  burthen: 
was  built  in  the  United  States  and  was  owned  by  Dix  <&  Haskins,  citizens  of  the  Unitea 
States,  and  residents  of  Boston,  Mass. 

III.  The  cargo  of  the  Juno  consisted  of  flour,  meal,  and  bread,  and  was  owned  by 
Fatten  &  Dykes,  citizens  of  the  United  States  and  residents  of  Alexandria,  Va.,  to 
the  amount  of  $8,000  and  Dix  &  Haskins  to  the  amount  of  $1,800. 

lY.  The  losses  by  reason  of  the  capture  and  condemnation  of  the  Juno  were  as 
follows: 

Value  of  vessel  (to  amount  of  insurance  paid) $3, 000. 00 

Freight  earnings  (to  amount  of  insurance  paid) 2, 000.  (X) 

Yalue  of  cargo  owned  by  Dix  &  Haskins 1, 800. 00 

Value  of  car^  owned  by  Patton  &  Dykes 8, 000. 00 

Flremium  of  insurance  paid  by  Patton  &  Dykes 66. 66 

Amounting  in  all  to 14.866.66 

V.  On  the  10th  day  of  June,  1796,  Dix  &  Hapkinp  offorted  insurance  in  the  oflice 
of  Joseph  Taylor,  of  Boston,  Mass.,  in  the  sum  of  $G.800,  of  which  $3,000  thereof  was 
on  Uie  vessel,  $2,0(X)  on  the  freight,  and  $1,800  on  the  carr^fo.  paying  therefor  a  pre- 
mium of  7  per  cent,  said  policy  being  under^Titten  by  the  following  persons,  all  of 
whom  were  citizens  of  the  United  States,  viz: 

William  Foster $1,000.00 

JohnBrazer 1,000.00 

William  Smith 800.00 

Thomas  Dickason,  Jr. 600.00 

Daniel  Sargent 600.00 

William  Boardman 1, 000. 00 

Nathan  Bond 500.00 

Nicholas  Oilman 600.00 

David  Greene 600.00 

EUphaletLadd 600.00 

6.800.00 
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On  the  14th  day  of  March,  1797,  said  Taylor,  as  agent  for  the  nnderwriteiBr  paid  to 
Dix  A  HawkiTiB  tiie  said  sum  of  $6,800,  as  and  for  a  total  loss. 

VI.  The  firm  of  Fletcher  A  Otway  for  a  premium,  the  amount  of  which  is  unknomL 
insured  the  said  Fatton  A  Dykes  £100  or  $333.33  on  theirportion  of  the  careo  on  board 
tiie  Juno  at  the  time  of  the  capture,  against  said  loss.  Thereafter  the  said  firm  duly 
paid  tiie  said  Fatton  A  Dykes  the  sum  of  1333.33  as  and  for  a  total  loss. 

The  said  firm  of  Fletcher  A  Otwajs  formerly  of  Alexandria  and  Norfolk,  in  the  State 
of  yii]^[inia,  was  composed  of  John  Walter  Fletcher  and  Robert  Otway,  both  of  whom 
were  citizens  of  the  U nited  States,  and  was  dissolved  during  the  lifetime  of  the  memboB 
thereof. 

YII.  George  Taylor,  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  and  resident  of  Alexandria,  Ya., 
for  a  premium  of  10  per  cent  underwrote  to  the  amount  of  £200  or  $666.67  on  a  policy 
of  insurance  effected  on  account  of  said  Fatten  A  Dykes,  in  the  office  of  James  Bruce 
Nichols,  insurance  broker  in  said  Alexandria,  on  the  14th  June,  1796.  on  their  partion 
of  the  cargo  on  board  the  Juno  at  the  time  of  capture,  against  the  said  loss. 

Thereafter  the  said  Taylor  duly  paid  the  said  Fatton  A  Dykes  the  sum  of  $666.67, 
as  and  for  a  total  loss. 

VIII.  About  July,  1831,  said  Georee  Taylor,  being  unable  to  pay  his  debts  in  full, 
executed  an  assignment  to  the  president,  directors,  and  company  of  the  Bank  of  the 
United  States,  a  corporation  chartered  by  act  of  Congress  approved  the  10th  day  of 
April,  1816,  his  claims  against  the  Government  of  the  United  States  for  French  spolia- 
tions committed  prior  to  the  treaty  of  the  30th  September,  1800,  a  schedule  of  which 
was  attached  ana  included  claims  as  imderwriter.  Said  assignment  was  to  the  use  of 
the  several  parties  named,  in  payment  and  discharge  of  their  respective  demands 
against  him,  and  in  proportion  thereto,  as  follows: 

Bank  of  the  United  States $5,870.06 

Bank  of  Alexandria 900. 00 

Bank  of  Fotomac,  say 750. 00 

Indorser.  N(athaniel)  W(attles) 4, 500. 00 

John  Corse 350.00 

Total 12,370.06 

Subsequently,  to  wit,  March  2,  1836,  said  Bank  of  the  United  States  chartered  by 
act  of  Congress,  as  aforesaid,  assigned  and  transferred  among  other  property,  to  the 
bank  of  the  same  name  chartered  bv  an  act  of  the  assembly  of  the  Conmionwealth  of 
Fennsylvania.  as  aforesaid,  assignecf  and  transferred,  among  other  property,  to  James 
Dundas,  Moraecai  Louis  (Lewis),  Samuel  W.  Jones,  Robert  L.  Pitfieid,  and  Robert 
Howell  the  said  claim  of  said  Bank  of  the  United  States  chartered  by  act  of  Congress, 
against  the  said  George  Taylor,  and  said  spoiliation  claims  of  said  Geoi^e  Taylor,  then 
held  by  said  Bank  of  the  United  States  chartered  by  act  of  Congress,  as  collatcxal 
security  for  the  said  Taylor's  debt,  as  aforesaid. 

Subsequently,  to  wit,  August  29,  1840,  said  James  Dundai',  Mordocai  D.  Louis 
(Lewis),  Samuel  W.  Jones,  Robert  L.  Pitfield,  and  Robert  Ho\v(41.  by  <b'C'd.  a.'^.^igned 
and  transferred  to  said  William  W.  Corcoran  said  claim  against  (ieorge  Taylor  for 
$5,870.05,  together  with  said  collateral  security. 

Although  said  claim  against  said  G<'orge  Taylor,  and  said  claim  of  said  Oeorge  Taylor 
against  the  Unit<'d  Stales,  before  referred  to.  were  a.-^.^iirned  and  transferred  to  said 
William  W.  Corcoran  in  si^veralty,  the  consideration  ])ai<l  to  the  sai<l  James  Dundas, 
Mordecai  D.  Louis  (Lewis),  Samuel  W.  Jones,  Robert  L.  Pitfield.  and  Robert  Ib'well 
for  the  assignments  and  transfers  aforesaid  was  contributed  eqiudly  by  said  William 
\\\  Corcoran,  George  \V.  Riggs,  and  Richard  Smith  und<T  an  ai:re<nient  existing  be- 
tween them,  that  the  money  or  pro})erty  tran.^ferre(l.  by  virtue  of  said  a.<signments, 
should  be  divided  equally  between  the  said  three  persons,  and  all  property  thus  far 
recovered  under  said  assignments  has  been  so  divided. 

IX.  The  losses  to  Patton  &  Dykes,  by  reason  of  .-aid  sei/urr  and  condemnation,  were 
sm  follows: 

Value  of  the  cargo  owned  by  them |S.  000.  00 

Premium  of  insurance  paid  by  tlieiu 66,  66 

Amount  ini:  in  all  to 8.  0«^*>.  66 

Deduct  insurance  received l.UK).  00 

Net  loss 7.066.66 

The  claimant's  have  produccnl  h'tt<Ts  of  admiiii-fration  on  tlie  estate's  of  the  parties 
for  whom  they  appear,  and  ha\<'  ofii«  iwi<e  prov(  d  t<'  xhf  -at i'i'a<  ti«>n  of  th»'  court  that 
the  persons  fur  whi  se  ebtatcd  lluy  La\e  liled  claims  art-  m  fuel  the  same  persons  who 


80HO0NEB  JUNO.  6 

■offered  loes  by  r^&son  of  the  seizure  and  condemnation  of  the  schooner  Jun^^  ib  set 
forth  in  the  preceding  findings. 

Said  claims  were  not  embraced  in  the  convention  between  the  United  States  and 
the  Republic  of  France  concluded  on  the  30th  of  April,  1803.  They  were  not  claims 
gfowing  out  of  the  acts  of  France  allowed  and  paid  m  whole  or  in  part  under  the  pro- 
viaions  of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States  and  Spain  concluded  on  the  22d  of 
February.  1819,  and  were  not  allowed  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the  provisions  of  the 
treaty  between  the  United  States  and  France  of  the  4th  of  July,  1831 . 

The  claimants,  in  their  respective  capacity,  are  the  owners  of  said  claims,  which  have 
never  been  assigned  except  as  aforesaid. 

CONCLUSIONS  or  LAW. 

The  court  decides,  as  conclusions  of  law,  that  said  seizure  and  condemnation  were 
iUegal,  and  the  owners  and  insurers  had  valid  claims  of  indemnity  therefor  upon  the 
French  Government  prior  to  the  ratification  of  the  convention  between  the  UnitcKi 
States  and  the  French  Republic  concluded  on  the  30th  day  of  September,  1800;  that 
said  claims  were  relinquished  t%  France  by  the  Government  of  tne  United  States  by 
said  treaty,  in  part  consideration  of  the  relinquishment  of  certain  national  claims  of 
France  against  the  United  States;  and  that  the  claimants  are  entitled  to  the  following 
sums  from  the  United  States: 

Cazenove  G.  Lee,  administrator  of  James  Fatten,  surviving  partner  of  the 
firm  of  Fatten  A  Dykes,  seven  thousand  and  sixty-six  dollars  and  sixty- 
six  cents |7, 066. 66 

John  W.  Apthorp,  administrator  of  William  Foster,  one  thousand  dollars. .  1, 000. 00 
William  I.  Monroe,  administrator  of  John  Brazer,  one  thousand  dollars. ...  1, 000. 00 
'William  S.  Carter,  administrator  of  William  Smith,  eight  hundred  dollars. . .  800. 00 
H.  Burr  Crandall,  administrator  of  Thomas  Dickason,  jr.,  five  himdred  dol- 
lars   600.00 

Nathan  Matthews,  administrator  of  Daniel  Sareent,  five  hundred  dollars. . .  500. 00 
Augustus  P.  Loring,  administrator  of  William  Boardman,  one  thousand  dol- 
lars   1,000.00 

Lawrence  Bond,  administrator  of  Nathan  Bond,  five  hundred  dollars 500.00 

David  Greene  Haskins.  administrator  of  David  Greene,  five  hundred  dollars  500. 00 
William  G.  Perry,  administrator  of  Nicholas  Gilman,  five  hundred  dollars.  500.00 
William  A.  Hayes,  2d,  administrator  of  Eliphalet  Ladd,  five  hundred  dol- 
lars   500.00 

Montgomery  Fletcher,  administrator  of  John  Walter  Fletcher,  for  and  on 
bemdf  of  the  firm  of  Fletcher  <fe  Otway,  three  hundred  and  thirty-three 

dollars  and  thirty-three  cents 333.33 

William  C.  Hill,  surviving  executor  of  William  W.  Corcoran,  assignee  of 

(jeorro  Tavlor,  one  hundred  and  seventy-three  dollars  and  forty-six  cents.  173. 46 
James  M.  Jolinston,  administrator  of  Georee  W.  Riggs,  assi^ee  of  George 

Tiiylor,  one  hundred  and  seventy-three  ofollars  and  forty-six  cents 173. 46 

Rob^  S.  Chew,  administrator  of  Richard  Smith,  assignee  of  George  Taylor, 

one  hundred  and  seventy-three  dollars  and  forty-SLx  cents 173. 46 

Amounting  in  all  to  fourteen  thousand  seven  hundred  and  twenty 
dollars  and  thirty-seven  cents 14, 720. 37 

The  assignment  of  George  Taylor,  hereinbefore  set  forth  in  the  conclusions  of  fact, 
to  the  extent  of  the  debts  of  Nathaniel  Wattles  and  John  Corse,  for  which  he  had  been 
personally  liable  as  surety,  and  which  assignment  to  that  extent  was  made  in  lieu  of 
nis  personal  liability  as  such  suret>r,  can  not,  at  this  da)r,  be  carried  out  and  must  be 
hela  to  have  failed.  It  would  be  inequitable,  considering  the  circumstances  of  the 
case,  to  make  any  deduction  on  that  account,  and  none  is  made. 

No  idlowance  is  made  herein  to  Julian  T.  Burke,  administrator  of  George  Taylor,  as 
the  assignment  of  the  latter,  bevond  the  part  thereof  regarding  the  debts  of  Nathaniel 
Wattles  and  John  Corse,  is  neld  operative,  applying  to  his  own  indebtedness,  whidi 
has  not  yet  been  fully  extinguished. 

By  thb  Coubt. 

Filed  May  13, 1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  14t*»  dav  o'  December,  A.  D.  1907. 

[sSAL.]  John  Randolph, 

Assistant  Clerk  Court  qf  ClaimM. 

o 


WthCongbbss,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES-  I  Document 
lit  Session.      \  \  No.  363. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  SCHOONER  SYREN. 


UBTTEB  FBOM  THE  ASSISTANT  OLEBK  OF  THE  COXJBT  OF  CLAIMS 
TRANSMITTma  A  COPY  OF  THB  CONCLUSIONS  OF  LAW  AND  OF 
FACT  IN  THE  FBENCH  SPOLIATION  CASES  BELATINQ  TO  THB 
8CHOONBB  SYBEN,  JABED  ABNOLD,  MASTEB. 


DxcxKBKB  16, 1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 


Court  op  Claims, 
Wdshington,  D.  C,  December  H,  1907. 
Sm:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit  here- 
with the  conclusions  of  fact  and  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  Januarv 
20,  1885,  in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  find- 
ings by  the  court  relating  to  the  vessel  schooner  Syren,  Jared  Arnold, 
master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


(Court  of  CUlmt.    French  spoliations.    Act  of  January  20,  1885;  23  Stat.  L.,  283.       VoL  1,  Sopple- 

ment  to  B.  8.,  2d  ed.,  471.    Vessel  schooner  Syren,  Jared  Arnold,  master.] 
No.01 
Mat.  Claimant. 

3067.  Charles  J.  Bonaparte,  administrator  of  Benjamin  WiUiams,  v.  The  United 
States. 

3087.    David  Stewart,  administrator  of  William  Wood,  jr.,  v.  The  United  States. 

S409.  Antoinette  Williams,  administratrix  of  John  McFadon.  Heniy  W.  EUirott, 
administrator  of  William  McFadon,  v.  The  United  States.  James  Lawson, 
administrator  of  Richard  Lawson,  v.  The  United  States. 

4848.    David  Stewart,  administrator  of  Henry  Payson,  r.  The  United  States. 

2555.    Richard  Delafield,  administrator  of  John  Dcla field,  v.  Tho  United  States. 

5559.    William  H.  S.  Elting,  administrator  of  Peter  Elting,  v.  Ihe  Lnilcd  States. 

PRELIMINARY  STATEMENT. 

These  cases  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  14th  day  of  March,  1907. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  Frank  P.  Clark,  William  T.  S.  Curtis,  and  Theo- 
dore J.  Pickett,  and  the  United  States,  defendants,  by  the  Attorney  Gern  ral,  through 
his  ftssistant  in  the  Department  of  Justice,  John  W.  Trainer,  esq.,  with  whom  was 
;  Attorney  General  J.  A.  Van  Orsdel. 


The  courts  Tipoo  the  evidence  and  afUr  hearing  the  aignments  and  connidmng 
the  same  with  the  brU^le  of  eouneel  on  each  eido,  determine  the  facta  to  be  vm  folloira: 

L  The  achooner  Syren,  Jared  Arnold,  masiter,  sailed  on  &  conunereial  voj^aee  m  dit 
latter  part  of  September,  17&S,  from  Norfolk;  Va.>  bound  to  Laguira.  VVtife  peace- 
fully puimiing  said  voyage  ehe  was  seized  on  the  h^h  Beaa  on  or  about  October  22, 
1798,  oy  the  French  privateer  L^  Amour  de  la  I*ame,  Captain  Soulouimide*  who  eoo- 
ducted  eaid  veaael  to  Btt.'^seterre,  Guadaloupe,  and  she  was  thereafter  on  October  26, 
1798  (5  Brumiie,  ye«J*  7)  condemned  by  the  tribunal  of  commerce  and  prisee  sitting 
at  that  place  on  the  following  ground: 

**That  the  crew  of  the  Syren  waa  conipoeed  of  eight  men,  two  of  whom  were  PDrtu* 
gueae  and  one  an  Englishman^  enemies  of  the  French  Republic." 

II*  The  Syren  waa  a  duly  registered  VL'sael  of  the  United  Stalfg  of  113S  ^  tons  bur- 
then; built  m  the  State  of  Ma^jBGcbuselts  in  year  1794,  and  owned  by  the  followii^ 
persona:  Benjamin  Williams,  one- fourth:  William  Wood,  jr.,  one-fourth;  Henry 
Payftonj  one -fourth:  and  William  McFadon  &  Co.  (composed  of  WiUiam  MeFadon, 
John  McFadon,  and  Kit  hard  Lawson)^  one-foijrfh. 

111.  The  carfo  of  the  Sifren  at  the  time  of  seizure  consisted  of  floux,  and  waa  of  the 
value  of  |fl,  123,33.  Said  cami  was  owned  b^  Benjamin  W^ilhamfl,  William  W*ood^  jr., 
Henry  Payson^  and  Wiliiam  McFadon  A  Co.,  in  the  same  propfirtiona  as  the  vf«aeL 

IV*  The  loea  to  the  owners  of  the  vessel  and  cargo  by  reason  of  the  seizure  and  con* 
demnation  aforesaid  was  ae  follows: 

Value  of  vessel -*<-_.,,..<.-.,.>..- ..-.,,..,  $4^  520  00 

Freight  eaminp... 1» ^10.00 

Value  oi  cargo...-. .....,., .__ .,  8,128.39 

Premium  of  inuumnce  paid,.. ,,.„.,*  £§0100 


Amounting  in  all  to.  _  _  _  _ . , .*..,.,... 12,  GOS.  13 

Deduct  insuiance  received — 1, 716^99 


Net  loss .„., ]0.7»LfiS 

V-  October  24,  1798.  Williani  McFadon  &  Co.  effected  in  the  ciiy  of  New  Yortc 
insurance  on  the  cat]^  in  the  sum  of  12.000,  paying  thercfrvr  a  premium  of  12|,  gatd 
policy  being  underwritten  by  the  lirm  of  Church  <&  Delai ield  to  the  fnU  amount  of  wM 
policy. 

Thereafter*  to-wit,  June  10,  1799,  eaid  Church  ^  Dela field  duly  paid  the  aaid  assured 
the  sum  of  $1,7  in. SO,  being  for  a  loae  by  reason  of  the  premiF*'^, 

VT*  Ben  jam]  n  WilUamA  wa&  the  owner  of  oue-fpurtn  of  vi><Mrl  and  cargo.     Hie  foncs 

One  fourth  value  of  vessel |1, 130.00 

One-fourth  freight  earnings 402.*50 

One-fourth  value  of  cargo 1, 532. 06 


Total 3,064.68 

Henry  Payson  and  W^illiam  Wood,  jr.,  were  likewise  each  the  owner  of  one-fourth 
of  vessel  and  cargo,  and  their  losses  therefore  each  amount  to  the  sum  of  $3,064.58,  as 
above. 

William  McFadon  &  Co.,  were  the  owners  of  one-fourth  of  vessel  and  cargo.  Their 
losses  were  as  follows: 

One-fourth  value  of  vessc  1 |1, 130. 00 

One-fourth  freight  eamin«/s 402. 50 

One-fourth  value  of  canro 1^  532. 09 

Premium  of  insurance  pail 250. 00 


Amounting  in  all  to 3, 314. 59 

Deduct  insurance  received 1, 716^  80 


Netlos«»  to  firm 1.597.79 

The  loss  to  said  firm  of  William  McFadon  &  Co.,  being  the  sum  of  $1,597.79,  theindi- 
vidual  loss  of  said  members,  is  as  follows: 

John  McFadon $582.51 

William  McFadon 682.00 

BJchftrd  LawBon 682.19 


n 
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*  On  April  10, 1839,  John  McFadon,  being  largely  indebted  to  the  United  States,  for 
and  in  consideration  of  the  sum  of  ten  dollars  to  him  paid  by  the  United  States, 
assigned  and  transferred  to  the  United  States  all  his  right,  title,  and  interest  in  and  to 
anv  claim  for  indemnity  for  spoliations  by  the  French  prior  to  1800,  that  he,  the  said 
John  McFadon  may  have  against  the  said  United  States. 

No  recovery  can  therefore  be  had  herein  for  the  estate  of  said  John  McFadon. 

VII.  The  nrm  of  Church  &  Delafield  was  composed  of  John  Delafield  and  John 
Barker  Church,  of  which  John  Delafield  was  the  surviving  partner. 

The  claimants  have  produced  letters  of  administration  on  the  estates  of  the  parties 
for  whom  they  appear,  and  have  otherwise  proved  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  court  that 
the  persons  for  whose  estates  they  have  filed  claims  are  in  fact  the  same  persons  who 
suffered  loss  by  reason  of  the  seizure  and  condemnation  of  the  schooner  Syren ,  as  set 
forth  in  the  preceding  findings. 

Said  claims  were  not  embraced  in  the  convention  between  the  United  States  and  the 
Republic  of  France  concluded  on  the  30th  of  April,  1803.  They  were  not  claims  ^w- 
ing  out  of  the  acts  of  France  allowed  and  paid  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the  provisions 
of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States  and  Spain  concludea  on  the  22d  of  Febniary. 
1819,  and  were  not  allowed  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the  provisions  of  the  treaty  between 
the  United  States  and  France  of  the  4th  of  July^  1831. 

The  claimants,  in  their  representative  capacity,  are  the  owners  of  said  claims,  which 
have  never  been  assigned  except  as  aforesaid. 

CONCLUSIONS   OF  LAW. 

The  court  decides  as  conclusions  of  law  that  said  seizure  and  condemnation  were  ille- 
sml,  .and  the  owners  and  insurers  had  valid  claims  of  indemnity  therefore  upon  the 
French  Government  prior  to  the  ratification  of  the  convention  between  the  United 
States  and  the  French  Republic,  concluded  on  the  30th  day  of  September,  1800;  that 
said  claims  were  relinquished  to  France  by  the  Government  of  the  United  States  by 
said  treaty  in  part  consideration  of  the  relinquishment  of  certain  national  claims  of 
Fruice  against  the  United  States;  and  that  the  claimants  are  entitled  to  the  following  ' 
foms  from  the  United  States: 

Charles  J.  Bonaparte,  administrator  of  Benjamin  Williams,  three  thousand 
and  sixty-four  dollars  and  fifty-eight  cents |3, 064. 58 

David  Stewart,  administrator  of  William  Wood,  jr.,  three  thousand  and 
sixty-four  dollars  and  fifty-ei^ht  cents 3,064.58 

David  Stewart,  administrator  of  Henry  Payson,  three  thousand  and  ejxty- 
four  dollars  and  fifty-eight  cents 3,064.58 

Henry  W.  Ellicott,  aaministrator  of  William  McFadon,  five  hundred  and 
thirty-two  dollars  and  sixty  cents 532.60 

James  Lawson,  administrator  of  Richard  Lawson,  five  hundred  and  thirty- 
two  dollars  and  sixty  cents 532. 60 

Richard  Dalafield,  administrator  of  John  Dalafield,  surviving  partner  of 
Church  &  Dalafield,  one  thousand  seven  hundred  and  sixteen  dollars 
and  eighty  cents 1,716.80 

Amounting  in  all  to  eleven  thousand  nine  hundred  and  seventy-five  dollars 
and  seventy-four  cents 11, 975. 74 

William  H.  S.  Elting,  administrator  of  Peter  Elting,  has  proved  no  valid  claim. 

By  The  Court. 
Filed  March  18,  1907. 
A  true  copy. 

Test  this  14th  day  of  December,  A.  D.  1907. 
[SKAL.]  John  Randolph, 

Assistant  Clerks  Court  of  Claims. 

o 
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Tteee  ca»es  were  tnVd  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  13tli  flay  of  >fafch,  1907. 

The  claimant*  were  roprfsentf.^  by  WiUiam  T,  S.  Curt  is,  Th^Hniort'  J,  Pickett,  and 
Charles  W.  Claggett,  &(^s.,  and  the  UEtied  States*  ddeBdants,  by  the  Attorney- 
General,  thtoug¥  hii  affii^tant  in  the  DepartiDent  of  luMtce^  John  W-  Tminer,  eeq., 
with  whom  waa  Afliiabuit  Attcmey-GcDcral  J.  A.  Van  Orsdel. 

coNCLosioNfl  or  r4CT. 

The  courts  upon  the  evidence  and  alter  bearing  the  areumentH  and  considering  the 
same  with  the  briefs  of  counBel  on  eocli  9ide»  determine  the  facts  to  be  as  follows: 

I*  Theftchooner  Vcmu^,  Benjamin  Hooper,  master,  eailt^  on  a  commercial  voyage 
June  6,  1799,  from  Boeton  bound  for  Barbadoee,  While  pcarefully  paiBuing  taid 
voyage  ahe  tras  eeited  on  the  high  sejis,  July  2,  179^,  by  the  French  privateer  Ilalu 
Cmiquue,  and  conducted  to  Port  Liberty,  and  afterwards,  tn  wit,  July  10,  1799,  both 
veeael  and  cargo  were  eoDdemnel  a^  good  prize  for  the  benetit  of  the  captors  by  the 
Iribunal  of  commerce  sitting  at  Basseterre,  in  the  island  of  GuadaJoupe,  whereby  tli# 
aame  became  a  tot  al  ItTsa  to  the  ntmera  tJicreof . 

The  groimds  of  condi.^mnfliion  as  st^t  fortb  in  the  decree  were  as  foUowa,  tw; 

**That  the  neutral  o^raership  of  the  canejo  waa  not  sufficiently  pmveii* 

"That  the  vessel  carried  no  r6le  d'^qujpage*" 

IL  The  Venui  was  a  dulv  registered  ves^tel  of  the  United  Stat^,  of  110|  J  tana  burtben, 
built  in  Mflflsachusetts  in  tne  year  1795>  owned  by  William  Man^hall,  jr.,  and  Benjomiii 
Hooper  in  the  proportion  of  two- thirds  and  one- third,  respectively,  and  in  the  waxob 
pro|K>rtion  they  were  thepwners  of  the  cargo  of  said  v<sisel  at  the  (Jate  td  aeianre,  con- 
sifitiDg  of  beeff  flour,  ^od  other  proVLsiom?,  tobacco^  and  lumber ,  tba  reteotiable  value  of 
whicb  veaeel  was  at  the  time  at  least  14,500  and  the  value  of  said  caigo  at  the  time  wii 
at  least  |S,900j  on  which  InBurj^uce  was  ejected  as  stated  below.  Both  of  said  owaem 
were  citizens  of  the  United  Stat^,  roaiding  in  Boston* 

II I*  June  3,  1799^  Benjamin  llor^pf  r  effected  through  tlie  office  of  Peter  C.  Bmoki 
influrance  on  one- third  of  the  vest^el  and  cargo  in  the  eutn  of  |5,000,  payii^  therefor  a 
premium  of  20  per  cent,  said  policy  boing  ujiderwriltcn  by  the  following  pereone,  all  td 
whom  were  citi^ena  of  the  United  Stat^^  each  in  the  sum  set  opposite  his  najne^  vti- 


John  a  Jonee - fl,0(K) 

CrowelJ  Hatch..- -     1,000 

Thomas  Erjglish  ..,»^^-., 600 

Daniel  D-  Ecgeta.... 500 


Benjamin  Cobb- * ,  -  *      fSOQ 

Benjamin  Homer ,,....  ^*...        600 

Tuthill  Hubhart -..„„-:     1,000 


Thereafter  the  said  BrookSf  as  agent,  duly  paid  the  said  assured  tbeauin  of  fi&,000»  at 
and  for  a  total  loss  by  reason  of  the  pri'misea. 

June  4,  1799,  William  5Iar?hall,  jr,,  ePfc^eted  through  the  office  of  Joseph  Ta^or> 
insurance  on  two- thirds  of  rhe  veix^el  and  i^rgo  in  ibe  sum  of  $S,400,  paying  tbemor  a 
premium  of  17 ^  per  cent;  the  jKiIicy  was  underwritten  by  ihu  following-named  petBOiia^ 

all  of  whom  were  citizens  of  the  United  States,  each  in  the  sum  set  opposite  hia  i 

vis: 


Jacob  Sheafe |600 

Thomas  Amory 500 

Moees  Brown 500 

Stephen  Codman 400 

John  C.  Jones 900 

Tuthill  Hubbart 400 


John  McLean |1,000 

Daniel  D.  Rogers 500 

Samuel  W.  Pomeroy 1,000 

Nicholas  Gilman 1 ,  000 

John  and  Thomas  Stevens 600 

Benjamin  Cobb 500 

James  Scott 600 

Thereafter  the  said  Joseph  Taylor,  as  agent,  duly  paid  the  insured  the  sum  of  lU^OO^ 
as  and  for  a  total  loss  by  reason  of  the  premises. 

The  firm  of  John  and  Thomas  Stevens  was  composed  solelv  of  John  Steveni  tnd 
Thomas  Stevens,  the  last  named  being  the  surviving  partner  oi  the  firm. 

October  19, 1804,  Daniel  D.  Rogers,  for  and  in  consideration  of  |3,400  to  him  ^aid  bw 
Peter  C.  Brooks  and  the  assumption  b^  the  said  Brooks  of  any  and  all  liabilities  aM 
disadvantages  arising  from  his  underwriting  in  the  office  of  said  Brooks,  assigned  to  aid 
Brooks  all  his  r^ht,  title,  and  interest  in  and  to  all  insurance  done  by  him  as  an  imdcr^ 
writer  in  the  office  of  the  said  Brooks. 

July  23,  1805,  Benjamin  Homer,  for  and  in  consideration  of  $5,000  to  him  fmid  by 
Peter  G.  Brooks  and  the  assumption  by  the  said  Brooks  of  any  and  all  liabilities  sad 
disadvantages  arising  from  his  underwriting  in  the  office  of  said  Brooks,  iirrjfnfil  to  wM 
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BrookB  aQ  his  nght,  title,  and  interest  in  and  to  all  insurance  done  by  him  as  an  under- 
writer in  the  office  of  said  Brooks. 

April  4,  1808,  the  administrators  of  Tuthill  Hubbart,  for  and  in  consideration  of 
960,iX)0  to  them  paid  by  Peter  C.  Brooks  and  the  assumption  by  the  said  Brooks  of  any 
and  all  liabilities  and  aisadyantages  arising  from  the  underwriting  of  said  Hubbart  in 
the  office  of  said  Brooks,  assigned  to  said  Brooks  all  the  right,  title,  and  interest  in  and 
to  all  insurance  done  by  the  said  Hubbart  as  an  underwriter  in  the  office  of  said  Brooks. 

The  claimants  have  produced  letters  of  administration  on  the  estates  of  the  parties 
for  whom  they  appear,  and  have  otherwise  proved  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  court  that 
the  persons  for  whose  estates  they  have  filed  claims  are  in  fact  the  same  persons  who 
sufifered  loss  by  reason  of  the  seizure  and  condemnation  of  the  schooner  Ventu,  as  set 
forth  in  the  preceding  findings. 

Said  claims  were  not  embraced  in  the  convention  between  the  United  States  and 
the  Republic  of  France  concluded  on  the  30th  of  April,  1803.  They  were  not  claims 
growing  out  of  the  acts  of  France  allowed  and  paid  m  whole  or  in  part  under  the  pro- 
visions of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States  and  Spain  concluded  on  the  22d  of 
February,  1819,  and  were  not  allowed  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the  provisions  of  the 
treaty  between  the  United  States  and  France  of  the  4th  of  July,  1831. 

The  claimants,  in  their  respective  capacity,  are  the  owners  of  said  claims,  which 
have  never  been  assigned  except  as  aforesaid. 

CONCLUSIONS  or  LAW. 

The  court  decides,  as  conclusions  of  law,  that  said  seizure  and  condemnation  were 
illegal,  and  the  owners  and  insurers  had  valid  claims  of  indenmity  therefor  upon  the 
French  Government  prior  to  the  ratification  of  the  convention  between  the  United 
States  and  the  French  Republic,  concluded  on  the  30th  day  of  September,  1800;  that 
odd  claims  were  relinquisned  to  France  by  the  Government  of  the  United  States  by 
odd  treaty,  in  part  consideration  of  the  relinquishment  of  certain  national  claims  of 
Fiance  against  the  United  States;  and  that  the  claimants  are  entitled  to  the  following 
flams  from  the  United  States. 

Brooks  Adams,  administrator  of  Peter  G.  Brooks,  two  thoiisand  dollars $2, 000. 00 

James  S.  English,  administrator  of  Thomas  English,  five  himdred  dollars..  500.00 

George  G.  King,  administrator  of  Crowell  Hatcn,  one  thousand  dollars 1, 000. 00 

Daniel  W.  Waldron,  administrator  of  Jacob  Sheafe,  five  himdred  dollars  . .  500. 00 
Francis  M.  Boutwell,  administrator  of  Benjamin  Cobb,  one  thousand  dol- 
lars   1,000.00 

Francis  M.  Boutwell,  administrator  of  John  McLean,  one  thousand  dollars.  1, 000. 00 
W.  Rodman  Peabody,  administrator  of  Daniel  D.  Rogers,  five  hundred  dol- 
lars  •. 500.00 

Frank  Dabney,  administrator  of  Samuel  W.  Pomeroy,  one  thousand  dollars.  1, 000. 00 
William  G.  rerry,  administrator  of  Nicholas  Gilman,  one  thousand  dol- 
lars   1,000.00 

Elisha  Whitney,  administrator  of  Thomas  Stevens,  for  and  on  behalf  of  the 

the  firm  of  John  and  Thomas  Stevens,  six  hundred  dollars 600. 00 

William  R.  Trask,  administrator  of  Thomas  Amory,  five  hundred  dollars. .  500. 00 

Edwiurd  I.  Brown,  administrator  of  Moses  Brown,  five  hundred  dollars 500. 00 

Charles  K.  Cobb,  administrator  of  Stephen  Codman,  four  hundred  dollars.  400. 00 
Thomas  N.  Perkins,  administrator  of  John  C.  Jones,  one  thousand  nine 

hundred  dollars ' 1, 900. 00 

A.  Lawrence  Lowell,  administrator  of  Tuthill  Hubbart,  four  hundred  dol- 
lars   400.00 

Geoige  G.  King,  administrator  of  James  Scott,  six  himdred  dollars 600. 00 

Amounting  in  all  to  thirteen  thousand  four  hundred  dollars 13, 400. 00 

Charles  T.  Levering,  administrator  of  Joseph  Taylor,  has  proved  no  valid  claim  other 
than  in  favor  of  those  who  underwrote  the  insurance  effected  through  the  office  of  said 
T^lor,  as  hereinbefore  set  forth. 

The  owners  of  the  vessel,  caigo,  and  freight  are  not  in  court. 

By  thb  Court. 

Filed  April  1, 1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  13th  day  of  December,  1907. 

[SKAL.]  John  Randolph, 

AM9i$tarU  Clerk  Court  of  Claimg, 

o 
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6(hB  Congress,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES,  j  Document 
l8t  Session.      J  \   No.  365. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  SCHOONER  ISABELLA. 


I.BTTBB  FBOM  THB  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  COXTBT  OF  CLAIMS 
TBANSMITTINa  A  COPY  OF  THE  CONCLUSIONS  OF  LAW  AND  OF 
FACT  IN  THB  FBENCH  SPOLIATION  CASES  BELATINQ  TO  THB 
8GHOONBB  ISABELLA,  LEWIS  LOMBABD,  MASTEB. 


DxcBiCBKK  16, 1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 


Court  or  Claims, 
WashinfftoUy  D.  (7.,  December  13, 1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit  here- 
with the  conclusions  of  fact  and  of  law  filed  imder  the  act  of  Januarv 
20,  1885,  in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  find- 
ings by  the  court  relating  to  the  vessel  schooner  Isabella,  Lewis 
Lombard,  master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Cleric  Court  of  Claiias. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


RELIMINART  STATEMENT. 

[Court  of  Clftims.    French  spoliations.    Act  of  January  20,  1885;  23  Stat.  L.,  283.    Vol.  1,  Sai»pl»- 

ment  to  R.  8.,  2d  ed.,  471.    Vessel  schooner  Isabella.    Lewis  Lombard,  nkister.] 
No.  of 
cise.  Claimant. 

3101.    Charles  L.  De  Normandie,  administrator  of  estate  of  Benjamin  Smith,  deceased, 

V.  the  United  States. 
499.     Brooks  Adams,  administrator  of  the  estate  of  Peter  C.  Brooks,  deceased,  v.  The 

United  States. 
1501.    James  G.  Freeman,  receiver  of  the  Boston  Marine  Insurance  Company,  v.  The 

United  States. 
3030.    Nathan  Matthews,  administrator  of  the  estate  of  Daniel  Sargent,  deceased,  v. 

The  United  States. 
3554.     Charles  T.  Lovering,  administrator  of  the  estate  of  Joseph  Taylor,  deceased, 

V.  The  United  States. 
3554.    George  G.  JCing,  administrator  of  the  estate  of  James  Scott,  deceased,  v.  The 

United  States. 
3554.    William  G.  Perry,  administrator  of  the  estate  of  Nicholas  Gilman,  deceased, 

V,  The  United  States. 
3554.    Jonathan  Bowditch,  administrator  of  the  estate  of  Benjamin  Pickman,  de- 
ceased, V.  The  United  States. 
3554.    Edward  I.  Browne,  administrator  of  the  estate  of  Israel  Thomdike,  deceased, 

V,  The  United  States. 
S65i.    Augustus  P.  Loring,  administrator  of  the  estate  of  W.  H.  Boaxdmaji^  ^^e^^^j^^^, 

%.  The  United  States. 


^i  80HOONSB  ISABELLA. 

«i«^  CUlmant, 

|5(^    ChrtHoii  T»  LoN-wing,  ftdministratcff  ol  the  estate  of  Joseph  Taylor,  deceased,  v. 

Thi»  United  Stated. 
{|6^^    David  0.  Ha»kin^  adminiatiator  of  the  estate  of  David  Greene,  deceased,  v. 

Th*  Unitwl  SiattM. 
;!)<!^    (Swurl««  R.  CVvbK  administxator  of  the  estate  <d  Stephen  Godman,  deceased,  v. 

Th^  Vmtpd  $tau<«k 
.\5^K.    Ax  Laww^iw^e  Ldw^U  adminisliator  of  the  estate  of  Tathill  Hubbart,  deceased, 

r.  th^  Tnit^d  $ia»«^ 

T1^^>«^  04^M«  >i(vr^  t^^  b<>lc«re  the  CVmuI  ol  Claims  on  the  7th  day  of  November,  1907. 

Tt^^  x-^m^^t^t*  >«vr^  W|WH»«it<d  by  Charles  W.  Clagett,  Wm.  T.  S.  Curtis,  and 

ttll<^^^^^W'  i.  !>A-t^l.  «»qw^.  ajftd  the  United  States,  defendants,  bv  the  Attomey- 

l^^^kv^l .  thtv^^  V.is:  a««<ants  in  the  Department  of  Justice,  John  W.  Trainer  and  Stan- 

^*)y^  U<^n\  <^i»..  ^th  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney-General  J.  A.  Van  Orsdel. 

PINDIN08  OF  FACT. 

W  <y^^  YiyvA  ^  evidence  and  after  hearing  the  arguments  and  considering  the 
i^Wt^  w^'i'h  th^  Nri^^  ^"^  <\Hinsel  on  each  side,  determine  the  facts  to  be  as  follows:     . 

t.  Vh^  iv^hA'#rv<  hiMic,  Lewis  Lombard,  master,  sailed  on  the  29th  day  of  April, 
19VV^  ^^.  j^  ^wm^t^^'^^'^l  vvn*age  from  Boston,  Mass. ,  bound  for  the  island  of  St.  Thomas. 

X^>>V  V^'^'^*^  pursuing  said  voyage,  she  was  captured  on  the  30th  day  of  May, 
1^  ^.  rV  i^  ^^'A*  hy  a  squadron  of  three  war  ships  of  the  French  Republic  and  a 
iK»>NV*r^  /*;■  ^'^t  ^ns  nom  Cayenne,  under  command  of  Captain  Bordeson,  who 
H^tyy\  ^!^  xv^'^«^i^v^>'^  <>^  ^^^  squadron.  The  master  was  ordered  aboard  said  French 
«s4^.>-»fv»T  *'*».x  l^h^n  orilered  before  the  commodore  of  said  squadron.  While  he  was 
^s^  V-v*  V.  *V  N\Mwuuxiore's  ship  the  boats  from  the  whole  French  squadron  boarded 
tV  .'^•^*^^'<^,  ^^^'^«*  open  the  hatches,  and  plimdered  said  vessel  of  provisions  and  every 
^«..: '.1,  ,W>  nV«W  lay  their  hands  on.  After  the  Isabella  had  been  plundered,  the 
Y*l<^oV;  ^«^x  s^txivrtnl  aboard  his  vessel,  and  he  and  the  mate  of  the  Isabella  were  directed 
^^  ^„  ,>V,'>^>  ihuxp.  and  were  then  put  aboard  the  American  schooner  Sally,  Oapt.  Jesse 
ji^^-.v  vH-JW  Hulrtdelphia. 

'\|4v>^  ^>^)>.  wliich  had  been  captured  and  plundered  bv  said  squadron,  was  directed 
^  V  ssiAs>>,Ni  s^tt  hor  voyage.  Nothing  was  thereafter  heard  of  said  schooner  Isabella,  and 
i>  r  Ns^^^^  *  Mtd  loss  to  her  owners. 

U  ^1^^  Imbella  was  a  duly  registered  vessel  of  the  United  States  of  83^  tons  bur- 
^t^v^  v^^  ^^y^^^^  A^  ^^^  Castle,  Mass.,  in  1791,  and  was  owned  by  Benjamin  Smith 
V^v^  i^if ,  Mvw  Smith  one-fourth,  and  Daniel  Sargent  one-fourth,  all  of  whom  were  citi 
tr^^NsI  %\sP  United  States. 

U^  '^^^<^  caivo  of  the  Isabella  at  the  time  of  capture  consisted  of  fish,  beef,  poik, 
*Jj^skK«,  luH>[>s.  lard,  and  dry  goods,  and  was  owned  oy  the  said  Benjamin  Smitii,  John 
(^V4.v»  S   AUil  Daniel  Sargent,  and  was  valued  as  set  forth  below. 

I  ,«\\  1.1  Lombard,  the  master  of  the  IsoUUa,  also  a  citizen  of  the  United  States,  had 
^v4  .*,U  iMiture  on  board,  which  was  of  the  value  of  at  least  the  sum  insured  thereon. 

l\      The  losses  to  the  owners  by  reason  of  the  eapture  of  the  hahdla  were  as  follows: 

>  4lvu^  of  \  epsel ?2,  4D0.  00 

^•^v^^;l>t  earnings I,  383.  33 

>  rtbit'  t»f  earpo. 3.478.87 

Vrtbio  of  individual  invoice^  owii'd  by  IJcnjaMiin  Smith 4l!4.  16 

Vrtbio  of  master's  adventure  las  far  as  (M.\«n  <1  l)y  insurance  > lU).  00 

l*it»iuium  of  insurance  paid  (on  insurance  elTecled  bt'lore  (  ai'iim" ^^A).  00 

Amounting  in  all  to 8.  13r>.  36 

Ptnluct  insurance  received 5.  CAM).  00 

Total  loss 2,  K\i\  ?.e 

Thelossto  Benjamin  Smith  byrrasonoi  sai<l  ><i/.un' wasa-  fnll.w-: 

One-half  value  of  vessel ?1.  245.  (K» 

One-half  freight  earnings * V,9\.  t.t^ 

Ono-half  value  of  cargo 1.  7:V>  43 

Value  of  individual  invoice 424. 16 

Premium  of  insurance  paid 2tX).  00 

Amounting  in  all  to 4.  3r>0. 25 

Deduct  insurant  e  received 2,  600. 00 

Netlaea 1.760.25 


BOHOONBB   ISABELLA.  «3 

Th«  loos  to  Daniel  Sargent  by  reason  of  said  seizure  was  as  follows: 

One-fourth  valueof  vessel $622. 50 

One-fourth  freight  earnings 345. 84 

One-fourth  valu  e  of  cargo 869.72 

Amounting  in  all  to 1, 838. 06 

Deduct  insurance  received 1, 600. 00 

NetloflB 338.06 

V.  On  the  18th  day  of  June,  1800,  Daniel  Saigent  insured  his  interest  in  the  vessel  and 
cargo  in  the  Boston  Marine  Insurance  Company  in  the  sum  of  11,500,  at  a  premium 
of  20  per  cent. 

Thereafter,  on  the  26th  day  of  September,  1800,  said  company  duly  paid  the  insured 
the  sum  of  $1,500,  being  in  full  for  total  loss  on  the  above  policy. 

VI.  On  the  20th  day  of  May,  1800,  Benjamin  Smith  effected  in  the  office  of  Joseph 
Taylor  insurance  on  his  interest  in  the  vessel  and  cargo  in  the  s\mi  of  $2,600,  paymg 
therefor  a  premium  of  10  per  cent,  said  policy  being  underwritten  by  the  following- 
named  persons,  all  of  whom  were  citizens  of  the  United  States,  each  in  the  sum  set 
opposite  his  name: 

Jamee  Scott $600.00 

Nicholas  Oilman 600. 00 

Benjamin  Pickman 500. 00 

faael  Thomdike 500.00 

William  H.  Boardman 400.00 

Thereafter,  on  October  13,  1800,  the  said  Joseph  Taylor,  as  agent,  duly  paid  the 
Mid  insured  the  sum  of  $2,600,  being  in  full  for  total  loss  on  the  above  policy. 

VU.  On  the  13th  day  of  May,  1800,  John  Smith  insured  his  interest  m  the  vessel 
and  cargo  in  the  office  of  Joseph  Taylor  in  the  sum  of  $1,400,  pairing  therefor  a  premium 
of  10  per  cent,  said  policy  bein^  underwritten  by  the  following-named  persons,  all 
ol  whom  were  citizens  of  the  United  States,  each  m  the  sum  set  opposite  nis  name: 

David  Greene $500.00 

Stephen  Cod  man 400. 00 

TuthiU  Hubbart 600.00 

Thereafter,  on  October  13,  1800,  the  said  Joseph  Taylor,  as  agent,  duly  paid  the 
said  insured  the  sum  of  $1,400,  being  in  full  for  a  total  loss  on  the  above  policy. 

VIII.  On  the  29th  day  of  April,  1800,  Lewis  Lombard,  the  master  of  said  vessel. 
effected  insurance  in  the  office  of  Peter  G.  Brooks  on  his  adventure  on  board  said  vessel 
in  the  sum  of  $100,  paying  therefor  a  premium  of  20  per  cent,  said  policy  being  under- 
written by  John  C.  Jones,  a  citizen  of  the  United  States,  for  the  sum  of  $100. 

'Hierearter,  on  October  30, 1800,  Peter  G.  Brooks,  as  agent,  duly  paid  the  said  insured 
the  sum  of  $100,  being  in  full  for  a  total  loss  on  the  above  policy. 

There  was  also  included  in  the  above  policy  an  insurance  on  the  commissions  of  the 
master,  but  no  recovery  can  be  had  therefor. 

The  claimants  have  produced  letters  of  administration  on  the  estates  of  the  parties 
lor  whom  they  appear  and  have  otherwise  proved  to  the  satirfaction  of  the  court  that 
the  persons  for  whose  estates  they  have  filed  claims  are  in  fact  the  same  persons  who 
suffered  loss  by  reason  of  the  seizure  of  the  Isabella^  as  set  forth  in  the  preceding  findings. 

Said  claims  were  not  embraced  in  the  convention  between  the  United  States  and 
the  Republic  of  France  concluded  on  the  30th  of  April,  1803.  They  were  not  claims 
growirig  out  of  the  acts  of  France  allowed  and  paid  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the 
provisions  of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States  and  Spain  conclude  on  Uie  22(1 
of  February,  1819,  and  were  not  allowed  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the  provisions  of 
the  trea^  between  the  United  States  and  France  of  the  4th  of  July,  1831. 

The  claimants,  in  their  representative  capacity,  were  the  owners  of  said  claims, 
whidi  have  never  been  assigned  except  as  aforesaid. 

CONCLUSIONS  OF  LAW. 

The  court  decides  as  conclusions  of  law  that  said  seizure  and  condemnation  were 
illegal,  and  the  owners  and  insurers  had  valid  claims  of  indemnity  therefor  upon  the 
French  Government  prior  to  the  ratification  of  the  convention  between  the  united 
States  and  the  French  Republic  concluded  on  the  30th  day  of  September,  1800; 
thai  said  dums  were  relinquished  to  France  by  the  Government  of  thQ  United  States 
by  Mid  treaty  in  part  consideration  of  the  relinquishment  of  certain  national  dais^ 
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of  Fmfico  HfEfLinfrt  the  tJnhed  Sut^e;  and  tliat  the  claimmi^  mre  f3i|itl«d  to  Ih^e  fei^ 

lowing  HiiLiiii  imm  thu  United  Sutf^ia: 

Ctmrlf^  L.  De  Nomiandie,  administrator  of  BenjamlD  Smitli,  one  tboiir^ 
mnd  novijn  hundrtHJ  und  eixty  dollara  and  twemy-fiv©  cecity *... 

Nfitlmn  KlntttK^wn,  lulmmie^trator  of  Daniel  Sai^Bt*  three  hmn^ivd  «jid 
thirl ycn^'ht  dollftrs  and  *ux  centa -,.... 

Thonmin  N .  Vvi\^  in^t  iHlininbtrntor  of  John  C.  Jones,  onebundred  dolkis 

Jamini  il,  Vrvvtrnw,  n^c'eiver  of  the  Bi^wton  Alarin©  Jn^umikce  €omp&iiy, 
om»  ihoviwiud  iivo  hundred  dollars ,....!_ 

(Jkit^i'  0.  Kinj^,  admini»trrttor  of  Jamr*  8oott,  six  hundred  dollaiB ., 

Wilhiim  (i.  Pt'iry,  adminiatrator  of  ^icliolaj  Gilman,  m  liimdred  dolkm. 

Joiiiiihi\T)  h  lUiwditeK,  Hdmmittimtor  of  Bt^DJamin  PickmAO,  five  liiuxLped 


di>na 


tL7fl0.2S 
100  J» 

«00Lae 

500.00 

AflH^Ul^tinf  in  ftil  to  i^%^cn  tticmBfliid  i^ix  hundr^  and  iiinety-«iglit 
«^4khi  »ml  thirty  citu-  h  ,  iit>    , . ^ , _ . , _  .    7, fgg^ gf 

1^  mfm^Vk  ilnimUm  vo  iv{»rv  <-i't  J^lm  Sjniih.  p&rt  owner  of  ve^i^l  and  rufo,  1i»i 


Kdwtml  I.  UntwiH*.  adminiHtr^torof  T«^raf*^  Thotndiko,  five  hundred doUws^. 
Alli^t^t^ui  r.  l.oru^,  ndmiuLi!ttniU>rof  Willbm  H.  Boardmaa«  four  hmidired 

JvdiMiTs , .,,.,,,* .....,., , - 

Dhvu!  ti  HiL»kliut|  lkdminif*trfttOT  nl  Davtd  Crreene.  five  hundrfd  d<>Uai»... 
(Wrh«#t  K  TiiUtK  iidtninifftmtot  of  Stepht^n  Cod  man,  four  hundred  dolUuP. . 
A    Itt^K'iviuv  LoftTf^H,  NdmtEiUtrutor  of  Tuthill  Hubbart.  five  btiodred  dckl- 


fiUlM  III  IViw  C  OivmIcs  and  Jmeph  Tmylor  have  i»oved  00  mJlil  drntovu 

Br  tvs  Cow. 

Ml  IW. 

1  lUi  d«>  vt  ll#cmW,  A.  D,  Ifl07* 

JOEN 
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6(hB  Congress,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES-  (  Document 
Ist  Session.      )  (    No.  366. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  SCHOONER  HANNAH,  VOAX, 

MASTER. 


X.BTTEB  FBOM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  COUBT  OF  CLAIMS 
TBANSMITTINa  A  COPY  OF  THE  CONCLUSIONS  OF  LAW  AND  OF 
FACT  IN  THE  FBENCH  SPOLIATION  CASES  RELATING  TO  THE 
8GHOONEB  HANNAH,  JAMES  H.  VOAX,  MASTER. 


DxcKKBKR  16, 1907. — ^Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 


Court  op  Claims, 
Washington,  D.  C,  December  IS,  1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit 
herewith  the  conclusions  of  fact  and  of  law  filed  imder  the  act  of 
January  20,  1885,  in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the 
annexed  findings  by  the  court  relating  to  the  vessel  schooner  Hannah, 
James  H.  Voax,  master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


No.  of 


P^Qit  of  ClaiTns.    French  spoliitlons.    Act  of  Jmiitry  20, 18S.5;  23  Stot.  L.,  283.    Vol.  1  Sopplonait 
to  B.  8.,  2d  ea.,  471.    Vesael  schooner  Hannah,  James  H.  Voax,  master.] 

Claimant. 

286.      Brooks  Adams,  administrator  of    Peter  Chardon,  Brooks,   v.  The  United 
States. 
Morton  Prince,  administrator  of  James  Prince,  v.  The  United  States. 
A.  Lawrence  LoweU,  administrator  of  Nathaniel  FeUowes,  v.  The  United 

States. 
Thomas  N.  Perkins,  administrator  of  John  C.  Jones,  v.  The  United  States. 
Chandler  Robbins,  administrator  of  Joseph  Russell,  v.  The  United  States. 
190S,    George  G.  King,  administrator  of  Crowell  Hatch,  v.  The  United  States. 
2399.    Nathan  Matthews,  jr.,  administrator  of  Daniel  Sargent,  v.  The  United  States. 
2983.    Charles  U.  Cotting,  administrator  of  David  Child,  otherwise  called  David  W. 
Child,  V.  The  United  States. 
Francis  M.  Boutwell,  administrator  of  William  Marshall,  jr.,  v.  The  United 
States. 
8529.    Charles  T.  Lovering,  administrator  of  Joseph  Taylor,  v.  The  United  States. 
Edward  I.  Browne,  administrator  of  Israel  Thorndike,  v.  The  United  States. 
Henry  Parkman,  administrator  of  John  Lovett,  v.  The  United  States. 

FRELIMINART  STATEMENT. 

These  cases  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  13th  day  of  March,  1907. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  \\  iiliam  T.  S.  Curtis  and  Theodore  J.  Pickett, 
and  the  United  States,  defendants,  bv  the  Attorney-General,  through  his  assistant  in 
the  Department  of  Justice,  John  \Y.  Trainer,  esq.,  with  whom  was  Assistant  A.ttMtu»^- 
General  J«  A*  Van  OrsdeL 


dOHOONEft   HAKKAH. 


CONrLlTSIONS   OP   FACT. 


The  court,  upon  the  evidence  and  after  hearing  the  amiments  and  conaideriqg  te 
same  with  the  oriefs  of  counsel  on  each  side,  determine  the  facts  to  be  as  follows: 

The  schooner  Hannah ^  James  H.  Voax,  master,  sailed  on  a  commercial  vmy 
April  7,  1800,  from  Boston  bound  to  the  island  of  Saint  Thomas.  While  peacenu^ 
pursuing  said  voyage  she  was  seized  on  the  high  seas  May  1, 1800,  by  the  French  pan- 
teer  L*  Amour  de  la  Pairie^  Captain  Hirigoyen,  taken  to  Graudeloupe  by  a  prize  master, 
and  there  condemned  as  good  prize  by  me  tribunal  of  conmierce  and  prizes  on  Ifay  U, 
1800,  wherebv  both  vessel  and  cargo  became  a  total  lose  to  the  owners  thereoL 

The  grounds  of  condemnation  as  stated  in  the  decree  were: 

"That  the  sea  letter  was  not  signed  bjr  an  officer  of  marine. 

''That  the  vessel  carried  no  rdle  d'eouipage." 

II .  The  Hannah  was  a  duly  registered  vessel  of  the  United  States  of  45|  |  tons  bmtlien. 
built  in  Massachusetts  in  the  year  1799,  and  owned  solely  by  William  Marsihall,  jr.,  a^ 
David  Child,  citizens  of  the  United  States,  residing  in  Boston. 

III.  The  cargo  of  the  Hannah  consisted  of  beef,  bacon,  salt,  butter,  cheese,  floor, 
tobacco,  candles,  pork,  salmon,  and  lard  and  was  owned  solely  by  said  William  Mar- 
shall, jr..  and  David  Child. 

IV.  The  losses  to  the  said  owners  of  vessel  and  cargo  by  reason  of  the  premises  were 
as  follows,  viz: 

Value  of  vessel $1,800.00 

Freight  earnings 750.00 

Value  of  cargo 6, 268.56 

Premiums  of  insurance  paid 800. 00 


Amounting  in  all  to 8, 618. 56 

Deduct  insurance  rocoivt'd 8, 000.00 

Net  loss 618. 55 


Net  loss  of  William  Murshall,  jr 309.28 

Net  loss  of  David  Child 309.27 

V.  April  7. 1800,  William  Marnhall,  jr.,  and  David  Child,  effected  through  the  office 
of  Peter  C.  Brooks,  insurance  in  tho  sum  of  $G,500,  to  wit,  $1,500  on  the  vessd  and 
15,000  on  the  cargo,  paying  therefor  a  premium  of  10  per  cent,  the  policy  being  under- 
written as  follows: 


Crowell  Hatch $1,000 

James  Prince 500 

Benjamin  Sumnor 500 

Nathaniel  Frllowes 1.  (XH) 


Tuthill  Hubbart $1,000 

John  C.  Jones 1, 000 

Jeffrey  &  Russ(41 1, 000 

William  Smith ; 500 


Thereafter,  Trtcr  C.  Brooks,  as  airent  as  aforesaid,  ]nu(l  to  William  Marshall,  jr.,  and 
David  (Uiild  ^O.rUM)  in  full  f(»r  a  total  loss  on  the  policy. 

Fehruary  1,  1S(M,  H«'njamin  Sumner,  for  and  in  consideration  of  $000  to  him  paid 
by  P(»ter  C.  Brooks  and  the  assumption  by  the  said  lirooks  of  anv  and  all  liahiluies 
and  disiidvantap^s  arising'  from  his  underwriting  in  the  olhce  of  said  Brooks,  aseismed 
to  Siiid  Brooks  all  his  riudit,  title,  and  interest  in  and  to  all  insurance  done  by  hiin  as 
an  underwriter  in  the  oflict^  of  vS;\id  Br(.K)ks. 

April  4,  JSOS.  the  administrators  of  s;iid  Tuthill  Hubbart  for  and  in  consideration 
of  $»)(), (HX)  to  them  paid  hy  Peter  C.  l^rooks,  and  the  assumption  by  the  said  Bnx^ks 
of  all  and  any  liabilities  and  disadvant aires  arising  from  his  underwriting  in  the  office 
of  s;ud  BrcHiks,  aa-^ij^ned  to  siiid  Bro<>ks  all  th(^  rij:ht.  title,  and  interest  in  and  to  all 
insurance  done  by  said  Hubbart  as  an  underwriter  in  the  otlice  of  said  Brooks. 

l)ec«'mber  1(),  1801.  W  ilham  Smith,  in  consideration  of  .5:^.715.50,  to  him  p>aid  by 
Peter  C.  Bn>oks,  and  the  assumptitm  by  said  Bn)oks  of  all  and  anv  liabilities  arising 
fR^m  his  underwriting  in  the  oWwv  of  said  PnH^ks.  assii:nrd  to  said  l^nK)ks  all  his  risrht. 
title,  and  interest  in  and  to  all  insurance  done  by  him  as  an  unden;\'riter  in  the  ofhce  <rf 
said  Brooks. 

April  28,  1800.  William  Marshall,  jr.,  and  David  Child  effected  further  insurance 
thnnigh  the  ofhce  of  Joseph  Taylor,  in  the  sum  of  $1  .MX),  to  wit.  $500  on  the  veaeel  and 
cargo,  and  11.0(H)  on  thr  fnight.  paying  thenfor  a  premium  of  12  p»T  cent,  the  policy 
being  underwritten  as  ft »l lows: 

Daniel  Sargent $500 

Israel  Thorndik.- 700 

John  Lo vett 300 


80H00NEB   HANNAH.  8 

Thereafter,  Joseph  Taylor,  as  agent,  paid  the  said  assured  the  sum  of  $1,500  in  full 
for  a  total  loss  on  Uie  policy,  but  the  freight  being  valued,  at  $750  there  was  an  over- 
inflorance  on  this  policy  in  the  sum  of  $250,  and  the  respective  underwriters  are  there- 
fore only  entitled  to  recover  83J  per  cent  of  the  amount  underwritten  by  them.  Their 
loss  is  therefore  as  follows: 

Daniel  Sargent $416.67 

Israel  Thomdike 583. 33 

JohnLovett 250.00 

All  of  the  above  underwriters  were  citizens  of  the  United  States. 

The  claimants  have  produced  letters  of  administration  on  the  estates  of  the  parties 
lor  whom  they  appear  and  have  otherwise  proved  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  court  that 
the  persons  for  whose  estates  they  have  filed  claims  are  in  fact  the  same  persons  who 
mi£Fered  loss  by  reason  of  the  seizure  and  condemnation  of  the  schooner  Hannah^  as 
set  forth  in  the  preceding  findings. 

Said  claims  were  not  embraced  in  the  convention  between  the  United  States  and 
the  Republic  of  France  concluded  on  the  30th  of  April,  1803.  They  were  not  claims 
growing  out  of  the  acts  of  France  allowed  and  paid  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the 
provisions  of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States  and  Spain  concluded  on  the  22d 
of  February,  1819,  ana  were  not  allowed  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the  provisions  of 
the  treaty  between  the  United  States  and  France  of  the  4th  of  July,  1831. 

The  claimants,  in  their  representative  capacity,  are  the  owners  of  said  daims, 
which  have  never  been  assigned  except  as  aforesaid. 

CONCLUSIONS  OF  LAW. 

The  court  decides  as  conclusions  of  law  that  said  seizure  and  condemnation  were 
illegal,  and  the  owners  and  insiurers  had  valid  claims  of  indemnity  therefor  upon  the 
F^encn  Government  prior  to  the  ratification  of  the  convention  between  the  United 
States  and  the  French  Republic,  concluded  on  the  30th  day  of  September,  1800;  that 
said  claims  were  relinquished  to  France  by  the  Grovemment  of  the  United  States  by 
said  treaty  in  part  consideration  of  the  relinquishment  of  certain  nationsd  claims  of 
France  against  the  United  States,  and  that  the  claimants  are  entitled  to  the  following 
sums  from  the  United  States: 

Charles  U.  Getting,  administrator  of  David  W.  Child,  three  hundred  and  nine 

doUars  and  twenty-seven  cents $309. 27 

Francis  M.  Boutwell,  administrator  of  William  Marshall,  jr.,  three  hundred 

and  nine  dollars  and  twenty-eight  cents 309. 28 

Brooks  Adams,  administrator  of  Peter  C.  Brooks,  two  thousand  dollars 2, 000. 00 

Morton  Prince,  administrator  of  James  Prince,  five  hundred  dollars 500. 00 

A.  Lawrence  Lowell,  administrator  of  Nathaniel  Fellowes,  one  thousand 

dollars 1,000.00 

€Siandler  Robbins,  administrator  of  Joseph  Russell,  for  and  on  behalf  of  the 

firm  of  Jeffrey  A  Russell,  one  thousand  dollars 1, 000. 00 

Thomas  N.  Perkins,  administrator  of  John  C.  Jones,  one  thousand  dollars 1, 000. 00 

George  G.  King,  administrator  of  Crowell  Hatch,  one  thousand  dollars 1, 000. 00 

Natlum  Matthews,  jr.,  administrator  of  Daniel  Sargent,  four  hundred  and 

sixteen  dollars  and  sixty-seven  cents 416. 67 

Edward  I.  Browne,  administrator  of  Israel  Thomdike,  five  hundred  and 

eighty-three  dollars  and  thirty-three  cents 583. 33 

Henry  rarkman,  administrator  of  John  Lovett,  two  hundred  and  fifty  dol- 
lars       250.00 

Amounting  in  all  to  eight  thousand  three  hundred  and  sixty-eight 
dollars  and  fifty-five  cents 8, 368. 56 

The  difference  between  the  total  loss  as  set  forth  in  Paragraph  IV  and  the  amount 
allowed  herein  arises  from  the  fact  of  overinsurance  on  freight  as  set  out  in  Para- 
graph V. 

By  the  Goubt. 
raedAprill,1907. 
A  tme  copy: 

Test  this  13th  day  of  December,  A.  D.  1907. 
[seal.]  John  Randolph, 

ABmtard  Clerk  Court  of  Clinmi. 

o 


eOra  Congress,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  (Document 
1st  Session.      J  1  No.  367. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  BRIG  ABIGAIL. 


I«BTTEB  FBOH  THE  ASSISTANT  GLEBE  OF  THE  COXJBT  OF  CLAIMS 
TBANSMmiNa  A  COPY  OF  THE  CONCLUSIONS  OF  LAW  AND  OF 
FACT  IN  THE  FBENCH  SPOLIATION  CASES  RELATING  TO  THE 
BBIG  ABIGAIL,  JEBEMIAH  TIBBETTS,  JB.,  MASTEB. 


DxcsMBXR  16, 1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 


Court  of  Claims, 
Wasliingtonj  D.  C,  December  IS,  1907. 
Sm:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims  I  transmit  here- 
with the  conclusions  of  fact  and  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January 
20,  1885,  in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  find- 
ings by  the  court  relating  to  the  vessel  brig  Abigail,  Jeremiah  Tib- 
betts,  jr.,  master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Court  of  ClAlnii.    French  tpollatioiu.    Act  of  January  20.  1885;  23  8tot.  L..  283.    VoL  1,  Suppto- 

ment  to  R.  8.  3d  6d.,  471.    Vessel  brig  Abigail,  Jeremiah  Tlbbetts,  Jr.,  master.] 
Mo.  of 
mie.  Claimant. 

2708.    William  H.  Sise,  administrator  of  Ebenezer  Tibbetts,  v.  The  United  States. 

PRELIMINARY  STATEMENT. 

This  case  was  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  14th  day  of  November,  1907. 

The  claimant  was  represented  by  William  T.  S.  Curtis  and  Theodore  J.  Pickett, 
eec^FB.,  and  the  Unitea  States,  defendants,  by  the  Attome^r-General,  through  his 
assistant  in  the  Department  of  Justice,  John  W.  Trainer,  esq.,  with  whom  was  Asaistant 
Attorney-General  J.  A.  Van  Orsdel. 

FINDINGS   OP  PACT. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence  and  after  hearing  the  arguments  and  considering 
the  same  with  tne  briefs  of  counsel  on  each  side,  determine  the  facts  to  be  as  follows: 

I.  The  brig  Abigail ^  whereof  Jeremiah  Tibbetts,  jr.,  was  then  master,  sailed  on  a 
commercial  voyage  January  19,  1797,  from  Portsmouth  bound  to  the  island  of  St. 
Croix.  While  peacefullv  pursuing  said  voyage  she  was  seized  on  the  high  seas  Feb- 
ruary 9,  1797,  Dy  the  F^rench  privateer  Furet,  Capt.  Jean  Davignon,  wno  took  the 
master  of  the  AbC^ail  and  three  of  his  crew  on  board  and  detained  them  on  the  privateer 
and  put  the  Abigail  under  the  charge  of  a  prize  master  and  crew.  Thereafter  the 
AbwaU,  together  with  the  privateer,  arrived  at  Basseterre,  Guadaloupe,  where  the 
«ud  Jeremiah  Tibbetts,  jr.,  was  detained  for  three  days  on  the  said  privateer,  and 
Uien  taken  on  shore  and  examined  by  the  authorities,  after  whieh  Vv^^^a  XkicA.^^- 
—'^-'\  to  go  on  board  the  Abigail  and  no  provision  was  made  lot  \iia  au^^iX^ 


BBI0    ABroAtl-. 

On  February  17,  1797 ^  trial  was  had  before  the  tnbuna]  of  commerce  in  the  hu4 
island  and  a  decree  was  p^is^ed  that  the  said  vewel  Bbould  be  detained  three  months 
in  order  to  allow  Edward  Sise*  supercargo  of  the  Abigail,  to  obtain  from  America  a 
certificate  irom  the  French  coneut  that  he,  the  said  mipercargo.  has  been  natuia^liead 
according  to  law,  and  in  the  meantime  directed  that  the  car^  should  be  sold  to  avoid 
deterioration. 

Thereafter  the  said  Edward  Siee  did  produce  Batisfactory  evidence  that  he  had 
been  legally  naturali^od  a  citi?-en  of  the  United  States  eiace  17S4,  and  on  the  2^th 
Floreali  5th  year  (May  13.  1797 )»  the  aaid  tribunal  of  commerce  released  the  ve«eel 
and  the  proceeda  of  the  sales  of  the  cai^o  to  tho  owner  thereof,  hut  at  the  saine  time 
decreed  that  the  demands  for  damages  uere  not  well  founded,  for  the  reaaon  that  the 
aaid  Hupercar^  waa  not  in  good  form,  being  obliged  to  return  to  America  to  procure 
papers  which  were  indispen^ble  for  the  navigation  of  the  veeael  and  without  whidi 
he  could  not  sail. 

In  alU  the  bng  Abigail  waa  detained  by  the  French  for  a  period  of  ninety- five  dayi. 

11,  The  Abimil  waa  adul^r  rejdstered  %esael  of  the  United  States  of  82H  t^'iis  bur^ 
then,  built  in  New  Hami^shire  in  the  year  1796,  and  owned  eolely  by  Ebenezer  Tib- 
bet  ta,  a  citiiten  of  the  United  States, 

HI.  The  car^  of  the  Ahtgail  con^iJited  of  vats  and  headi,  oak  btitta  with  headi, 
ahoolcs  and  heaas,  s^ta^es^  hoops,  boards,  shineleSj  sTFap^  y^cei,  rye  mejJ,  Indian  ueal, 
and  three  eaddles  and  bridlee  and  was  of  the  value  per  manifest  of  12,060.67^  the 
same  being  the  property  of  the  s^iid  Ebenezer  Tibbetta. 

The  cargo  when  sold  at  Cuadaloupe  jjroduced  the  sum  of  17,420  livrea  8  aols^  of 
11,936.40,  Tieing  a  loss  lo  jiiaid  o^vner  on  said  cargo  in  the  sum  of  3125.27, 

IV,  The  loaaea  to  the  said  owner  of  tlie  Abigail  and  cargo  by  reaaon  of  said  aeizure, 
€tc^i  were  aa  follows: 

IfOSBon  cargo**,.....*. .,.,,* .»,    fl2S. 

lUreight  earnings... , ..*...,.,*,.-.*.*.- *.„ *,.*.   1, &33»! 

rI>etention  of  vessel , ,- .,„   1, 46«, 


u 


Amounting  in  all  to ,  * , , , 3. 115*00 

The  claimants  have  prodiK*ed  letters  of  iwlfniiustmtifm  on  the  estates  of  tbe  partiM 
lor  whom  they  appear,  and  have  otherwise  proved  to  the  satiaf action  of  the  court  that 
the  persons  for  whose  estates  they  have  tiled  claims  are  in  fat^t  the  same  persons  n  ho 
Buffered  lose  by  reaaon  of  the  seizure  and  condemnation  of  the  brig'  AHgitil  as  set  funh 
in  the  preceding  fmdings. 

8aid  ckims  were  not  embraced  in  the  convention  between  the  United  Btatei  aikd 
the  Republic  of  France  concluded  on  the  30th  of  April,  1803.  They  were  not  claima 
growing  out  of  the  acts  of  Franre  allowed  and  paid  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the  pro- 
visions ol  the  treat V  between  tlie  United  Slates  and  Spain  concluded  on  the  22d  ol 
February,  1819,  and  were  not  allowel  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the  provtsiona  of  the 
treaty  between  the  United  States  and  France  of  the  4ih  of  July^  18SL 

The  claimants  in  their  representative  capacity  are  the  owners  of  said  claims,  which 
have  never  been  assigned  except  as  aforesaid. 

CONCLUSIONS  OF  LAW. 

The  court  decides  as  conclusions  of  law  that  said  seizure  and  condemnation  were 
illegal,  and  the  owners  and  insurers  had  valid  claims  of  indemnity  therefor  upon  the 
French  Government  prior  to  the  ratification  of  the  convention  between  tlie  United 
States  and  the  French  Republic,  concluded  on  the  30th  day  of  September,  1800*  that 
said  claims  were  relinquished  to  France  by  the  Government  of  the  United  States 
bv  said  treaty  in  part  consideration  of  the  relinquishment  of  certain  national  daimi 
01  France  against  tne  United  States;  and  that  the  claimant  is  entitled  to  the  foUowii^ 
sum  from  the  United  States: 

William  H.  Sise,  administrator  of  Ebenezer  Tibbetts,  three  thousand  one 
hundred  and  fifteen  dollars $3, 116. 00 

Three  thousand  one  hundred  and  fifteen  dollars. 

There  is  no  claim  for  the  vessel  herein,  the  same  having  been  released. 

By  th»  Cousr. 

Filed  December  2,  1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  13th  day  of  December,  1907. 

[ssAL.J  John  Randolph, 

AsHstarU  Clerk  CouH  of  CUmt. 
O 


eOxHCoNGBBfls, )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  J  Document 
1st  Session,     f  ]    No.  368. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  BRIG  LUCY,  GRANT,  MASTER. 


LBTTBB  FBOH  THB  ASSISTANT  CLERK  OF  THE  COXJBT  OF  CLAIMS 
TBAKSMITTINa  A  COPY  OF  THE  CONCLUSIONS  OF  LAW  AND  OF 
7ACT  IN  THB  FBENCH  SPOLIATION  CASES  RELATING  TO  THB 
BBia  LUCY,  CHRISTOPHER  GRANT,  MASTER. 


DscsMBER  16, 1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 


Court  of  Claii^, 
Washington,  D.  (7.,  December  IS,  1907, 
Sm:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit  here- 
with the  conclusions  of  fact  and  of  law  filed  imder  the  act  of  January 
20,  1885,  in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed 
findings  by  the  court  relatmg  to  the  vessel  brig  Lucy,  Christopher 
Grant,  master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives, 


fCouxt  of  CUtma.    French  iiMiiations.    Act  of  January  20,  1885,  23  Stat.  L.,  283.    Vol.  \,  Supplement 
to  B.  8.,  2d  ed.,  471.    Veuel  brig  Lucyt  Christopher  Grant,  master.] 

No.  of 
OMe.  Claimant. 

59.    Robert  Codman,  administrator  of  William  Gray,  v.  The  United  States. 
1038.    Charles  F.  Adams,  administrator  of  Peter  G.  Brooks,  v.  The  United  States. 
2042.    George  G.  Kin^,  administrator  of  Crowell  Hatch,  v.  The  United  States. 

{D«jiiel  W.  Salisbury,  executor  of  Samuel  Salisbury,  v.  The  United  States. 
Louis  Higginson,  administrator  of  Stephen  Higginson,  v.  The  United  States. 

PRELIMINARY  STATEMENT. 


2966. 


Tliese  cases  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  23d  day  of  October,  1906. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  William  T.  S.  Curtis,  Theodore  J.  Pickett, 
Edwfljrd  Lander,  and  Charles  W.  Clagett,  esqs.,  and  the  United  States,  defendants, 
by  the  Attorney-General,  through  his  assistant  in  the  Department  of  Justice,  John 
W.  Trainer,  esq.,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney-General  JosijJi  A.  Van  Orsdel. . 

CONCLUSIONS   OP  PACT. 

The  majority  of  the  court,  upon  the  evidence  and  after  hearing  the  arguments  and 
oonsideriiig  the  same,  with  the  briefs  of  counsel  on  each  side,  determine  the  facts  to 
be  ss  follows: 

I.  The  brig  iMcy^  whereof  Christopher  Grant  was  master,  sailed  on  a  commercial 
voyage  Au^[i^  18,  1798,  from  Penobscot  River  bound  to  Martinico.  While  v^swi^- 
fouy  piusuing  said  voyage  she  was  seized  on  the  high  seas  on  oi  ab^uX  \}sv^7.^\}Si^'^'^ 


«  ^  BHIG    LUCT, 

of  0^>ttTnber«  1798,  by  the  French  privateer  La  Et^^oTiehf,  Captain  Lfthbt,  who  tt^k 

liie  mastor  aod  hia  crew  from  on  board  their  vessel  and  carried  m.id  brig  Luof  into 

WOidaloiipe,  where  the  said  master  and  his  crew  were  eent  on  board  a  prwo  slap» 

SWiihout  being  allowed  to  get  a  protest  or  a  copy  of  the  condemnation.     He  waa 

examined  in  preparfttorio  September  2S,  179S,  wmle  imprisoned. 

Thereafter,  to  vrit,  September  30,  179S  (Vendemaire  9^  year  7)*  mid  veeel  and 
caiHO  were  condemned  as  good  prize  by  the  tribunal  of  commerce  and  prizes  sitting 
it  Baaaeterre,  Guadaloupe,  whereby  the  eame  became  a  total  loes  to  the  ownera. 

The  grounds  of  condemnation^  aa  set  forth  in  the  decree,  were  as  foUowir 

Pint.  That  the  said  brig  Lh^  waa  bound  for  Martinique^  an  island  in  the  pofleeaeion 
of  the  English . 

Second,  That  her  sea  papers  were  not  in  order,  there  being  no  lirt  of  the  cnew,  no 
invoice,  nor  bill  of  lading. 

II*  The  brig  Lucy  waa  a  duly  rpgistered  vcesel  of  the  United  States  of  139 ^f  tona 
burthen,  was  built  at  Kennobnnk  in  the  year  1792,  and  waa  owned  by  Stepbeo 
Hi^inson*  jr*,  and  Samuel  Sabs  bury,  jr.,  ciiiKene  of  the  United  States^  eacn  ^me-ualj. 

llL  The  cargo  of  the  brig  Lvof  at  the  time  of  capture  eonaisted  of  oil,  shinglei, 
boards,  fish,  beef,  and  pork^  lind  was  owned  by  said  tjalii^bury  and  IliggiBMin. 

IV.  The  loaa  to  the  said  Salisbury  and  Hi^^nnson,  the  owners  of  flie  vessel  and 
cargo,  was  as  follows: 

Value  of  vesseL .. - > ..........<.,....,,,, _ , _ . , $4,  S6&.  09 

Value  of  car^ -  —  - ,, 2,43SiO0 

Freight  earnings ,,..,.. , -„     2,41&II0 

PiemiumB  of  iusurance  paid .,.-, * ....*.,-,    ^,OfiL  16 

11, 670, 66 
Deduct  insurance  received . .  -  —  „_ ...._.. 7, 600. 00 

Lose  to  Salisbury  and  Higginson. -, ..    4, 179.66 

V*  June  1(1,  1708.  Salisbury  and  Higpnson  effected  insurance  on  said  ve»el  and 
cargo  in  the  sum  of  f7.500  (half  on  each)  in  Uie  oflice  of  Peter  C,  Brooks  for  mid  vo^'agov 
paying  tht^rofora  premitim  of  8'iJ  per  cent* 

The  underwriteTTS  on  said  ptdii  y,  all  of  vrhom  were  citijEons  of  the  United  Statee,  and 
the  amounts  eubscrihed  hy  each  are  as  folio wa: 

CitJweU  Hatch fl.OOO.OO 

Caleb  Hopkins ,,.....,,.... 1,000.06 

William  Smith........ ._  1,000  00 

David  Greene. „„. -< ..,.....„.,. .,..  1.000.00 

William  Gray,  jr _,......,.,.. 1,000.00 

William  ^tackpf>le , , ,. 500.00 

Tuthill  Hubhiit ......,,.. I^CXIKOO 

Nathaniel  Fellowes 1. 000. 00 

Thereafter  the  said  Peter  C.  Brooks,  as  agent,  duly  paid  the  said  assured  the  sum  of 
$7,500,  being  a  total  loss  to  each  of  said  underwriters  of  the  amount  underwritten  by 
them. 

Said  Salisbury  and  Higginson  insured  the  cargo  in  the  sum  of  $3,750,  the  value  of  the 
said  cargo  being  $2,435.    They  were  therefore  overinsured  in  the  sum  of  $1,315. 

VI.  December  8,  1801,  the  administrator  of  the  estate  of  Caleb  Hopkins,  in  consid- 
eration of  the  sum  of  $3,000  to  him  paid  by  Peter  C.  Brooks,  and  the  assumption  by 
the  said  Brooks  of  all  disadvantages  arising  from  the  underwritine  of  said  Hopkins 
in  the  office  of  said  Brooks,  assigned  to  said  Brooks  all  the  right,  title,  and  interest  in 
and  to  all  insurance  done  by  the  said  Hopkins  in  the  office  of  the  said  Brooks. 

December  16,  1801,  William  Smith,  for  and  in  consideration  of  $3^715.50,  and  the 
assumption  of  all  disadvantages  arising  from  the  underwriting  of  said  Smith  in  the 
office  of  said  Brooks,  assigned  to  said  Brooks  all  the  right,  title,  and  interest  in  and 
to  all  insurance  done  by  him  in  the  office  of  said  Brooks. 

•  December  23, 1801,  David  Greene,  for  and  in  consideration  of  $6,000,  and  the  assump- 
tion of  all  disadvantages  arising  from  the  underwriting  of  said  Greene  in  the  office 
of  said  Brooks,  assign^  to  said  Brooks  all  his  right,  title,  and  interest  in  and  to  all 
insurance  done  by  him  in  the  office  of  said  Brooks. 

April  14, 1808,  Tuthill  Hubbart,  for  and  in  consideration  of  $60,000,  and  the  assump- 
tion of  all  disadvantages  arising  from  the  underwriting  of  said  Hubbart  in  the  office 
of  said  Brooks,  assigned  to  said  Brooks  all  the  right,  title,  and  interest  in  and  lo  aD 
insurance  done  by  him  in  the  office  of  said  Brooks. 
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Febrnary  1,  IS'H,  William  Starkpole,  for  and  in  conmHeration  of  $8  000.  and  the 
anumption  of  all  diaadvantafi^es  aripine  from  the  undenvTitine  of  said  Stac-kpole  in  the 
office  of  said  Brooks  assignea  to  said  Brooks  all  the  right,  title,  and  interest  in  and  to 
all  insurance  done  by  him  in  the  office  of  said  Brooks. 

VII.  The  claimants  herein  have  produced  letters  upon  the  estates  of  their  decedents, 
and  have  otherwise  proved  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  court  that  the  parties  they  repre- 
sent are  in  fact  the  same  persons  who  suffered  loss  by  reason  of  the  capture  and  con- 
demnation of  the  brig  Lucy  as  aforesaid. 

VIII.  Said  claims  were  not  embraced  in  the  convention  between  the  United  States 
and  the  Republic  of  France  concluded  on  the  30th  of  April.  1803.  and  were  not  claims 
growing  out  of  the  acts  of  France  allowed  and  paid  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the  pro- 
visions of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States  and  Spain  concluaed  on  the  22d  day 
of  February,  1819.  and  were  not  allowed  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the  provisions  of 
the  treaty  between  the  United  States  and  France  of  the  4th  of  July,  1831. 

The  claimants  in  their  representative  capacity  are  the  owners  of  said  claims,  which 
have  never  been  assigned  except  as  aforesaid. 

CONCLUSIONS  OF  LAW. 

The  majority  of  the  court  decides  as  conclusions  of  law  that  said  seizure  and  con* 
demnation  were  illegal,  and  the  owners  and  insurers  had  valid  claims  of  indemnity 
therefor  upon  the  French  Government  prior  to  the  ratification  of  the  convention  be- 
tween the  United  States  and  the  French  Republic  concluded  on  the  30th  day  of  Sep- 
tember. 1800;  that  said  claims  were  relinquished  to  France  by  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  by  said  tresLty  in  part  consideration  of  the  relinauishment  of  certain 
national  claims  of  France  against  the  United  States,  and  that  the  claimants  are  entitled 
to  the  following  sums  from  tne  United  States: 

Daniel  W.  Salisbury,  surviving  executor  of  Samuel  Salisbury,  two  thou- 
sand and  eighty-nine  dollars  and  eighty-three  cents |2, 089. 83 

Louis  Uig^nson    administrator  of  Stephen  Uigginson,  two  thousand  and 

eighty-nine  dollars  and  eighty-three  cents 2, 089. 38 

Chides  F.  Adams,  administrator  of  Peter  C.  Brooks,  four  thousand  five 

hundred  dollars 4, 500. 00 

Robert  Codraan,  administrator  of  William  Gray,  one  thousand  dollars 1, 000. 00 

George  G.  King,  administrator  of  Crowell  Hatch,  one  thousand  dollars 1, 000. 00 

A.  Lawrence  Lowell,  administrator  of  Nathaniel  Fellowes,  one  thousand 
doUare 1,000.00 

Amounting  in  all  to  eleven  thousand  six  hundred  and  seventy-nine 

dollars  and  sixty-six  cents 11, 679.  66 

By  the  Court. 
Filed  February  18,  1907. 
A  true  copy. 

Teet  this  13th  day  of  December,  1907. 
[asAL.]  John  Randolph, 

Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
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eOra  CioNGKEfls,  I  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  (Document 
Ut  Session.      \  \  No.  369. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  BRIG  BETSEY,  BOYER,  MASTER. 


I.ETTEB  FBOH  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  COTJBT  OF  CLAIMS 
TBANSMITTINa  A  COPT  OF  THE  CONCLUSIONS  OF  LAW  AND  OF 
FACT  IN  THE  FBENCH  SPOLIATION  CASES  RELATING  TO  THE 
BRIG  BETSEY,  DANIEL  BOYEB,  MASTEB. 


December  16, 1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 


Court  op  Claims, 
WdsTiington,  D,  C.y  December  14, 1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit  here- 
with the  conclusions  of  fact  and  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of  January 
20,  1885,  in  the  French  spoUation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed 
findings  by  the  Court  relating  to  the  vessel  brig  Betsey,  Daniel  Boyer, 
master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Court  of  Claimi.     French  spoliations.    Act  of  January  20, 1885;  23  Stat.  L.,  283.    Vol.  1,  Sapplement 
to  R.  8.,  2a  ed.,  471.     Vessel  brig  Betsey,  Daniel  Boyer.  master.] 

No.  of 

case.  Claimant. 

6268.     Samuel  Abbott  Fowle,  administrator  of  the  estate  of  George  Makepeace, 
deceased,  v.  The  United  States. 

PRELIMINARY   STATEMENT. 

These  cases  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  20th  day  of  March,  1907. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  Charles  W.  Calgett,  esq.,  and  the  United  States, 
defendants,  by  the  Attorney-General,  through  his  assistants  in  the  Department  of 
Justice,  John  W.  Trainer  and  Stanhope  Henry,  esqs.,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attor- 
ney-General J.  A.  Van  Orsdel. 

CONCLUSIONS   OF  FACT. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence  and  after  hearing  the  arguments  and  considering  the 
same  with  the  briefs  of  counsel  on  each  side,  determine  the  facts  to  be  as  follows: 

I.  The  brig  Betsey,  Daniel  Boyer,  master,  was  a  duly  registered  vessel  of  the  United 
States,  of  140  tons  burthen,  was  built  at  Newburyport,  Mav«8.,  in  1785,  and  was  owned 
by  Samuel  Dowse,  a  citizen  of  the  United  States. 

The  brig  Betsey,  Daniel  Boyer,  master,  sailed  on  a  commercial  voyage  from  Boston, 
Mass.,  on  the  16th  day  of  February,  1794,  bound  for  Cape  Francois.  On  March  16, 
1794,  said  vessel  arrived  at  Cape  Francois,  where,  on  the  24th  day  of  Ma.Y>  Vl^^Vs^  Nio^^ 
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order  of  the  French  admintstrntion  at  that  placet  the  cargo  of  the  flrfwy 

The  circumfitance^  attending  the  confiecatioD  are  stated  in  the  order  of  Bignoii,  tli# 
head  of  the  adminiELtTation,  aa  follows: 

"In  the  Bame  of  the  French  Republic.  Captain  Daniel  BoyeiB^  commandtjr of  th« 
btig  Betsq/,  ie  ordered  to  land  immediately  all  his  cargo  that  it  may  be  bi^tiglit  to 
succor  the  troops  who  are  destitute  of  everything,  the  majeazinep  of  the  Republic 
beiBg  entirely  eiLhaustedf  and  to  thi^  effect  a  giiard  is  sent  on  board  the  said  brig  suiB- 
cient  for  the  prompt  execntioB  of  our  orders.  And  the  ^id  captain  shall  be  paid  st 
the  current  rate  of  tne  place,  by  all  the  means  that  may  be  in  our  power. 

"The  Cape,  March  23,  1794 ^  the  third  year  of  the  FYench  Republic. 

"By  tho  head  of  the  adminiBtration. 

"(Signed)  Biomoh. 

"Approved  by  us,  commandant  of  the  place, 

^'(Signed)  Vwu^rm.*' 
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Daniel  Boyer,  the  master^  In  hb  protest,  states  the  ciicumstancea  of  the  j 
the  cargo  in  the  following  language: 

*'  That  I  sailed  from  Boston  in  said  brig  on  the  IGthday  of  February  last,  and  m«etiiig^ 
with  nothing  very  remarkable  on  my  paaange  I  arrived  in  good  order  at  the  port  m 
harbor  o!  Cape  Francois,  in  the  island  of  Hispaniola,  on  the  16th  day  of  Mjunch  last, 
having  on  board  fish,  beef,  pork,  flour,  canal es,  soap,  lard,  bacon,  cheese,  butter, 
bo^de,  etc* ;  that  on  my  arrival  at  the  cape  I  was  prevented  by  the  Govemment  from 
selliDg  my  cargo  to  the  most  advantage,  and  Government  insist ed  on  my  deUvenug 
the  whole  of  it  to  the  ofBcera  of  eaid  Government;  that  I  refused  doing  it,  alleging  that 
it  was  an  infringement  on  my  rights  and  presented  a  memorial  to  the  Gorvemmeni  by 
which  I  offered  to  deliver  to  the  Govern  men  t  the  articles  moet  necessary  to  life  and 
demanded  the  privilege  granted  to  others  before  me  of  eelling  the  reet  of  my  caiK^  to 
the  inhabitanti).  My  demaad  was  not  granted,  and  an  ordinance  of  the  duef  of  the 
administration,  Mr.  Bignon,  dated  the  2Sd  of  March  and  revised  by  the  commajader 
tn  cbief,  Mr.  Vitiate^  was  produced  to  me  by  a  detac  hment  of  armed  men  sent  on 
board  of  my  veeeel  to  unload  immediately  all  my  cargo  for  the  use  of  the  garrison,  cour 
taining  a  promise  that  I  should  be  paid  at  the  current  price  of  the  place,  in  cofi^e- 
i^uejice  of  which  my  cargo  wai  taken  by  force  by  the  Government  at  the  prices  men- 
tioned in  the  acco\int  annexed,  made  by  the  storeliceper  of  the  public  mag&atne, 
accepfed  by  Mr.  Bi^non,  chief  of  the  admmistmtion,  at  much  lower  mtesthan  I  could 
have  obtained  from  the  inhabJiant^;  that  T  was  promised  to  be  paid  in  produce  mad 
waited  from  the  4th  April  (that  I  was  unloaded)  till  the  18th  May  to  receive  tlM  p*y- 
ment,  but  was  finally  anpw*^red  that  it  waa  not  in  the  power  of  the  Govemmeut  to  pay 
me,  not  being  able  to  get  the  pro^luce,  the  *^ncmv  being  master  of  the  rounlty  round 
them,  and  they  could  not  give  me  the  monev  and  accordingly  gave  me  the  araficit* 
of  the  same  date  annexed  to  certify  it.  I  tnen  prepared  to  get  away  and  amdm  out 
the  night  of  the  24th  May  throuj^h  the  squadroQ  of  Spaniards,  which  were  then  cruianif 
off  the  harbor,  without  beinjSf  discovered,  and  arrived  at  Boston  on  the  lltb  of  June 
current.  And  the  said  Daniel  Boyer,  for  the  caii^ee  aforesaid,  has  Tcque!?t*:>d  me  to 
protest  agLiin-Ht  the  aforesaid  Mr.  Villatc,  commander  in  chief,  and  Mr,  Bignon, 
the  chief  of  the  admin ist rat ioTj,  for  all  damages,  losses,  cost,  and  chafges  sus- 
tained f>r  to  be  sustained  by  reason  of  the  seizing  and  taking  away  by  an  armed  fotre 
the  cargo  of  said  brig,  as  aforesaid,  and  refusal  to  pay  him  the  just  value  thereof,  as 
foresaid.     (Signed)  Daniel  Boyer,  Andrew  Gardner,  Thomas  Woodman,  Lewis  Burn. 

**  Wherefore  I,  the  said  notary,  at  the  request  aforesaid,  have  protested,  and  do 
hereby  solemnly  protest,  a^inst  the  said  Mr.  Villate,  commander  in  <iief  of  Gape 
Francois  at  the  time  aforesaid,  and  Mr.  Bignon,  chief  of  the  administration  at  the  same 
time  and  place,  and  all  others  concerned,  for  all  damages,  injuries,  losses,  costs,  and 
charges  suffered  and  sustained,  or  to  be  suffered  and  sustained,  by  the  owners,  frei^t- 
ers,  msurers,  and  all  others  whom  it  doth  or  may  concern  by  reason  or  in  consequence 
of  the  taking  away  by  armed  force  the  cargo  of  the  said  brig  Betsey  and  refueing  to  make, 
and  the  not  having  made,  payment  in  whole  or  in  part  for  anv  of  the  said  aitides  of 
said  cargo  so  forcibly  taken  and  carried  away  as  aforesaid.  Tnis  done  and  protested 
at  Boston  aforesaid,  on  the  day  and  year  aforesaid,  in  the  presence  of  the  said  Daniel 
Boyer,  master  of  the  said  brig,  and  Andrew  Gardner,  mate,  and  Thomas  Woodman 
and  Levi  Bum,  seamen  on  board  the  said  brig  at  the  time  of  her  misiortaiie.  iHk> 
severally  made  oath  to  the  truth  of  the  foregoing  declaration  by  them  subscribed.  In 
faith  of  the  premises.     (Signed)  Samuel  Barrett,  Notary  Public,  as  aforesaid.    (Seal.)" 

IL  The  cargo  of  the  Betsey,  at  the  time  of  capture,  consisted  of  poi^,  hog's  laid, 
butter,  bacon,  cheese,  soap,  candles,  fish,  beef,  flour,  and  pine  boards;  was  owned  by 
Samuel  Dowse,  a  citizen  of  the  United  States,  and  was  of  the  value  at  the  tune  if 
seizure  of  $11,250.75. 
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m.  On  the  12Ui  day  of  June,  1794,  said  Samuel  Dowse  sold,  transferred,  and  assigned 
Mid  daim  for  the  caigo  so  taken  at  Cape  Francois  to  Stephen  Vernon,  of  Boston,  MasB., 
in  oonsideration  of  the  sum  of  £4,000,  or  $13,320,  paid  by  said  Vernon  to  said  Dowse. 

On  the  25th  day  of  July,  1797,  said  Stephen  Vernon  sold  and  assigned  said  claim  to 
David  Steams,  of  Gharlestown,  Mass.,  in  consideration  of  the  sum  of  £4,000,  or  $13,320, 
paid  by  said  Steams  to  said  Veraon. 

>  Thereafter  the  said  Dowse  repurchased  said  claim  from  said  David  Steams  and  trans- 
ferred it  to  Geoi]^  Makepeace,  a  citizen  of  the  United  States.  At  the  date  of  said 
repurchase  by  said  Dowse  of  said  Steams,  said  Samuel  Dowse  was  indebted  to  said 
George  Makepeace  in  a  sum  exceeding  $11,400,  and  assi^ed  said  claim  to  said  Make- 
peace in  pa^rment  thereof;  that  from  the  said  17th  of  May,  1798,  until  the  present' 
time  said  claim  has  been  in  the  possession  of  and  held  by  the  said  George  Makepeace 
and  his  heirs. 

IV.  The  loss  of  the  said  George  Makepeace,  who  was  a  citizen  of  the  United  States, 
by  reason  of  said  confiscation  was: 

The  value  of  the  cargo $11,250.76 

The  claimant  has  produced  letters  of  administration  on  the  estate  of  the  party  for 
whom  Uiey  appear  and  has  otherwise  proved  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  court  that  the 
person  for  whose  estate  he  has  filed  the  claim  is  in  fact  the  same  person  who  suffered 
U)m  by  reason  of  the  seizmre  and  condemnation  of  the  brig  Betsey ^  as  set  forth  in  the  pre- 
ceding findings. 

Said  claim  was  not  embraced  in  the  convention  between  the  United  States  and 
the  Republic  of  France  concluded  on  the  30th  of  April,  1803.  It  was  not  a  claim 
growing  out  of  the  acts  of  France  allowed  and  paid  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the  pro- 
visions of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States  and  Spain  concluded  on  the  22d  of 
February,  1819,  and  was  not  allowed  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the  provisions  of  the 
treaty  between  the  United  States  and  France  of  the  4th  of  July,  1831. 

The  claimant  in  his  representative  capacity  is  the  owner  of  said  claim,  which  has 
been  assigned  except  as  aforesaid. 

CONCLUSIONS  or  LAW. 

The  court  decides  as  conclusions  of  law  that  said  seizure  and  condemnation  were 
illegal,  and  Uie  owners  and  insurers  had  valid  claims  of  indemnity  therefor  upon 
the  French  Grovemment  prior  to  the  ratification  of  the  convention  between  the  United 
States  and  the  French  Kepublic,  concluded  on  the  30th  day  of  September,  1800; 
that  said  claim  was  relinquished  to  France  by  the  Grovemment  of  the  United  States 
hv  said  tretXy  in  part  consideration  of  the  relinquishment  of  certain  national  claims 
of  Fiance  against  the  United  States,  and  that  the  claimant  is  entitled  to  the  follow- 
ing sum  from  Uie  United  States: 

Samuel  Abbott  Fowle.  administrator  of  the  estate  of  George  Makepiece, 
deceased,  assignee  oi  Samuel  Dowse,  eleven  thousand  two  himdred  and 
filly  ddilars  and  seventy-five  cents $11,250.75 

The  owners  of  the  vessel  and  freight  are  not  in  court. 

By  THE  Court. 
Ffled  April  1, 1907. 
A  tme  copy. 

Test  this  14th  day  of  December,  A.  D.  1907. 
[sxAL.]  John  Randolph, 

Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Clixims, 


60th  Congress,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  (  Document 
Ist  Sessi^m.      S  I    No.  370. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  BRIG  BROTHERS. 


UBTTBB  FBOH  THE  ASSISTANT  CLERK  OF  THE  COTJBT  OF  CLAIMS 
TBANSMITTINa  A  COPT  OF  THE  CONCLUSIONS  OF  LAW  AND  OF 
FACT  IN  THE  FBENCH  SPOLIATION  CASES  RELATING  TO  THE 
BRIG  BROTHERS,  GEORGE  PARSONS,  MASTER. 


December  16, 1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 


Court  of  Claims, 
WasUnffton,  D.  (7.,  December  IS,  1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims  I  transmit  here- 
with the  conclusions  of  fact  and  of  law  filed  imder  the  act  of  January 
20,  1885,  in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  find- 
ings by  the  court  relating  to  the  vessel  brig  BrotherSf  George  Par- 
sons, master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Vlaima. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


(Court  of  CUIms.    French  spoliations.    Act  of  January  20, 1885, 23  Stat.  L.  283.    Vol.  1,  Supplement 

to  R.  8.,  2a  ed.,  471.    Vessel  brig  Brothert,  George  Parsons,  master.] 
No.  of 
eaae.  Claimant. 

936.    Brooks  Adams,  administrator  of  Peter  C.  Brooks,  v.  The  United  States. 

Chandler  Bobbins,  administrator  of  Joseph  Russell,  v.  The  United  States. 

Thomas  N.  Perkins,  administrator  of  John  C.  Jones,  v.  The  United  States. 
1895.    Creorge  G.  King,  administrator  of  Crowell  Hatch,  v.  The  United  States. 
2834.    David  G.  Haskins,  administrator  of  David  Greene,  v.  The  United  States. 
3449.    Charles  T.  Lovering,  administrator  of  Joseph  Taylor,  v.  The  United  States. 

Thomas  N.  Perkins,  administrator  of  John  C.  Jones,  v.  The  United  States. 

PRELIMINARY  STATEMENT. 

These  cases  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  14th  day  of  March,  1907. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  William  T.  S.  Curtis  and  Theodore  J.  Pickett, 
esqn,  and  the  United  States^  defendants,  by  the  Attome>[-General,  through  his 
assistant  in  the  Department  of  Justice,  John  W.  Trainer,  esq.,  with  whom  was  Assistant 
Attomey-Genenl  J.  A.  Van  Orsdel. 

CONCLUSIONS   OF  PACT. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence  and  after  hearing  the  arguments  and  considering  the 
same  with  tne  oriefs  of  counsel  on  each  side,  determine  the  facts  to  be  as  follows: 

I.  The  brig  Brothers^  whereof  George  Parsons  was  master,  sailed  from.  IW  t^qt\*  ^ 
Sftvaniuih,  Gi.,  September  15, 1799,  bound  for  Martinique.    On  \2iie  V\X2si  ^^^  ca  <^^\^ 
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ber  foU owing  the  Sratlitrs  arrtved  at  BenDuda,  and  on  the  24t]i  of  the  E&me  moi^Ch  t3^# 
departed  from  Bermuda  on  her  intejided  voyage  to  Martinique,  and  on  the  6th  day 
of  November  following,  while  peacefully  pursuing  said  voj-age,  was  seized  by  a  Frencn 
privateer  frtim  Gim^laloupe,  which  placed  a  prize  master  on  board,  with  onlefs  to 
proceed  to  said  island;  but  on  the  same  day  was  retaken  by  the  Unit^  Stat^  brig 
Pickfriruj  and  conducted  to  the  inland  of  St.  Christopher  and  upon  payment  of  th« 
usual  salvage  waa  released^  and  on  the  19th  day  of  December  following  aailed  ther^ 
from,  bound  to  Martinique,  and  while  peacefully  pursuing  her  said  voyage  waa 
seized  on  the  23d  day  of  eaid  month  by  the  French  privateer  Cygjif.^  Capt^n  Lon^ 
illea,  and  a  priae  crew  placed  on  board,  which  conducted  the  Brothert  to  the  ialand 
of  Guadaloupe,  and  on  the  29th  day  of  the  said  mouth  both  vessel  and  caigo  were 
condemned  as  good  prize  and  ordered  eold  for  the  benefit  of  the  captora  by  the  tri* 
bunal  of  commerce  and  prizGe^  aitting  at  Basaeterre,  in  the  said  ialand,  whereby  the 
Ame  became  a  total  loss  to  the  owners  thereof. 

The^roundsof  condemnatian  asetated  in  the  decree  were  as  follows,  via; 

Considering  that  from  the  said  analyzed  papers  and  from  the  aforesaid  report  o£ 
examination  it  is  evident  that  evLrjihing  demonatratee  that  the  f^atgo  belong  to 
Maifira.  Richard  Shelmerding  and  Andrew  Chamirier,  merchants  of  Martinique^  who 
have  chartered  the  vessel  in  question  puiisuant  to  a  cJiarter  party  which  b  appended  to 
the  eaid  papera  and  which  was  entered  into  at  the  island  of  Martinique  July  7^  1799^  and 
from  the  statement  made  by  the  captain  of  the  fiaid  ve^el,  who  eaye  that  he  believer 
that  the  eaid  cargo  is  for  the  account  of  m^^rehants  of  Martinique. 

Considering  that  the  captain  has  no  r61e  d/^quipage  whatever,  having  admitted  in  bis 
examination  that  be  had  none,  but  only  agreements  made  m4th  hie  crew^  an  imperfect 
document^  not  being  invested  with  the  signatures  of  public  officers, 

IL  The  Brothers  was  a  duly  registered  vessel  of  the  United  States  of  150  tons  burthen, 
built  at  Alexandria  J  in  the  State  of  Viiginia,  in  the  year  1785,  and  owned  aolely  by 
David  Greene,  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  redding  m  BoatoHf  in  the  State  of  Ma3s«< 
chusette, 

111.  The  caigo  of  the  Broifiers  consisted  of  rice,  tobacco,  and  shingles  and  was  owned 
by  the  firm  of  Denuison  6l  WiliiamB,  for  whom  no  claim  has  been  uled.  The  value  of 
the  cargo  does  not  appear. 

John  Blan chard,  a  citizen  of  the  United  Statee,  waa  the  own€r  of  an  adventure  on 
board  conaiating  of  soap  and  beef  of  the  value  per  invoice  of  1130.70,  exclueive  of  pre- 
mium of  insurance  paid. 

rV.  The  loss  to  David  Greene  by  the  seizure  and  condemnation  of  the  BrotJt^s  wia 
9A  follows,  viz: 

Value  of  the  vessel .„-.. , 14,000.00 

Freight  earnings  (none  allowed). 

Premium  of  insumnce  paid. 64S. 00 

Amounting  in  all  to 4, 648.00 

Deduct  insurance  received 3, 600. 00 

Net  loss  to  David  Greene 1,048.00 

V.  September  23, 1799,  David  Greene  effected,  through  the  office  of  Peter  C.  Bfooks, 
insurance  on  the  vessel  in  the  sum  of  $3,600,  paying  therefor  a  premium  of  18  per  cent, 
the  policy  being  underwritten  as  follows,  viz: 

Jeffrey  &  Russell 1500.00 

JohnC.  Jones 1,000.00 

Benjamin  Bussey 1, 000. 00 

Stephen  Gorham 600.00 

William  H.  Bordman 600.00 

Thereafter  said  Peter  C.  Brooks,  as  agent,  duly  paid  the  said  assured  the  sum  of 
$3,600  as  and  for  a  total  loss  by  reason  of  the  seizure  and  condemnation  of  aaid  veesd 
by  the  French. 

September  23,  1799,  David  Greene  effected,  through  the  office  of  Peter  C.  Brooka, 
insurance  on  the  freight,  but,  the  neutrality  of  the  cargo  not  being  shown,  the  inBOi^ 
ance  thereon  is  not  allowed. 

January  6.  1800,  John  Blanchard  effected^  through  the  office  of  Joseph  TmyUx,  in- 
surance on  tne  cargo  in  the  sum  of  $140,  paying  therefor  a  premium  of  14  per  cent,  the 
policy  being  underwritten  as  follows,  viz: 

JohnC.  Jones fl40.0D 

Thereafter  said  Taylor,  as  agent,  dulypaid  to  said  assured  the  sum  of  $140  m  and  lor 
by  reason  of  tne  premises.    Tne  value  of  said  cargo  so  iiunired  wm  $1SAJ7% 
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and  odd  BUnchard  was  therefore  overinfiured  in  the  sum  of  $3.30.  The  amount 
recoverable  on  this  policy  is  therefore  the  said  sum— ^136.70. 

All  of  the  above-named  underwriters  were  citizens  of  the  United  States. 

After  said  payment,  to  wit,  February  15,  1805,  for  and  in  consideration  of  $10,000 
to  him  paid  ami  the  assumption  of  all  his  responsibility  as  an  underwriter  in  the 
<^lce  of  said  Peter  G.  Broolm,  said  Benjamin  Eussey  assigned  to  said  Brooks  aU  his 
interest  in  said  business. 

Alter  said  payment,  to  wit,  November  21, 1801,  for  and  in  consideration  of  $2,986.65 
to  him  paid  and  the  assumption  of  all  his  responsibility  as  an  underwriter  in  the 
office  of  said  Peter  C.  Broo^,  said  Stephen  Grorham  assigned  to  the  said  Brooks  all 
his  interest  in  and  to  said  business. 

After  said  payment,  to  wit,  November  15,  1804,  for  and  in  consideration  of  $13,250 
to  him  paid  and  the  assumption  of  all  his  responsibility  as  an  underwriter  in  the 
office  of  said  Peter  C.  Broolm,  said  William  H.  Bordman  assigned  to  said  Brooks  all 
his  interest  in  said  business. 

The  firm  of  JefErey  &  Russell  was  composed  solely  of  Patrick  Jeffrey  and  Joseph 
Russell,  the  last  named  being  the  surviving  partner  of  the  firm. 

The  claimants  have  produced  letters  of  administration  on  the  estates  of  the  parties 
for  whom  they  appear,  and  have  otherwise  proved  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  court  that 
the  persons  for  whose  estates  they  have  filed  claims  are  in  fact  the  same  persons  who 
suffered  loss  by  reason  of  the  seizure  and  condemnation  of  the  schooner  Brothers^  as 
set  forth  in  the  preceding  findings. 

Said  claims  were  not  embraced  in  the  convention  between  the  United  States  and 
the  Republic  of  France  concluded  on  the  30th  of  April,  1803.  They  were  not  claims 
growing  out  of  the  acts  of  France  allowed  and  paid  m  whole  or  in  part  under  the  pro- 
visions of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States  and  Spain  concluded  on  the  22d  of 
February,  1819,  and  were  not  allowed  in  whole  or  in  ps^  under  the  provisions  of  the 
treaty  between  the  United  States  and  France  of  the  4th  of  July,  1831. 

The  claimants,  in  their  representative  capacity,  are  the  owners  of  said  claims 
which  have  never  been  assigned  except  as  aforesaid. 

CONCLUSIONS   OP  LAW. 

The  court  decides  as  conclusions  of  law  that  said  seizure  and  condemnation  were 
illegal,  and  the  owners  and  insurers  had  valid  claims  of  indemnity  therefor  upon  the 
French  Government  prior  to  the  ratification  of  the  convention  between  the  United 
States  and  the  French  Republic,  concluded  on  the  30th  day  of  September,  1800; 
that  said  claims  were  relinquishea  to  France  by  the  Government  of  the  United  States 
bv  said  treaty  in  part  consideration  of  the  relinquishment  of  certain  national  daims 
of  France  against  the  United  States,  and  that  the  claimants  are  entitled  to  the  follow- 
ing sums  from  the  United  States: 

Brooks  Adams,  administrator  of  Peter  G.  Brooks,  two  thousand  one  hundred 
dollars $2,100.00 

Chandler  Bobbins,  administrator  of  Joseph  Russell,  surviving  partner  of 
Jeffrey  <Se  Russell,  five  hundred  dollars 500. 00 

Thomas  N.  Perkins,  administrator  of  John  0.  Jones,  one  thousand  one  hun- 
dred and  thirty-six  dollars  and  seventy  cents 1, 136.  70 

David  G.  Haskins,  administrator  of  David  Greene,  one  thousand  and  forty- 
ei^t  dollars . . .  ^ 1 ,  048. 00 

Amounting  in  all  to  four  thousand  seven  hundred  and  eighty-four 

dollars  and  seventy  cents 4, 784. 70 

The  owners  of  the  cargo  are  not  in  court. 

By  the  Court. 
FUed  April  1, 1907. 
A  true  copy. 

Test  this  13th  day  of  December,  1907. 
[axAL.]  John  Randolph, 

Msisiani  Clerk  Court  of  Clairm, 
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COthCongbbss,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  (Document 
1st  Session.      \  ]  No.  371. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  SLOOP  SCRUB. 


I.ETTEB  FBOH  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  COUBT  OF  CLAIMS 
TBANSMITTING  A  COPY  OF  THE  CONCLUSIONS  OF  LAW  AND  OF 
FACT  IN  THE  FRENCH  SPOLIATION  CASES  RELATING  TO  THE 
SLOOP  SCRUB,  JOHN    RUSSELL,  MASTER. 


DscBM BSB 16, 1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 


Court  of  Claims, 
WasTiington,  D.  C,  December  1^,  1907. 
Sib:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit  here- 
wiUi  the  conclusions  of  fact  and  of  law  filed  imder  the  act  of  Jan- 
uanr  20,  1885,  in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed 
findings  by  the  court  relating  to  the  vessel  sloop  Scrub,  John  Rus- 
sell, master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolpbl 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  Q.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Court  of  CUlauw   Frenoh  ipoUAtion.    Act  of  January  20. 1885;  23  Stat.  L.,  283.    Vessel  sloop  Scrvb, 

John  Russell,  master.] 
No.  of 

Claimant. 


4458.    Newton  Dexter,  adminiBtrator  of  the  estate  of  Joseph  Martin,  deceased,  v.  The 

United  States. 

BUPFLEMENTABY  FINDINGS. 
CONCLUSIONS  OF  FACT. 

This  case  was  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  12th  day  of  February,  1907. 

The  claunant  was  represented  by  Edward  Lander,  esq.,  and  the  United  States, 
defendants,  by  the  Attorney-General,  through  his  assistant  in  the  Department  of 
Justice,  John  W.  Trainer,  esq.,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney-General  J.  A. 
Van  Oisdel. 

The  court,  wwm  the  evidence  and  after  hearing  the  areuments  and  considering  the 
same  with  the  briefe  of  counsel  on  each  side,  determine  the  facts  to  be  as  follows: 

I.  The  sloop  Saruby  a  duly  registered  vessel  of  the  United  States,  of  71}!  tons 
burden,  whereof  John  Russell  was  master  and  Benjamin  Williams  was  owner,  both 
ddzeiis  of  the  United  States,  sailed  on  a  commercial  voyage  on  the  5th  of  April,  1797, 
from  Kingston,  Jamaica,  having  on  board  a  cargo  of  mercnandise  bound  for  Habana 
and  thence  to  some  port  in  Connecticut. 

n.  The  caigo  was  the  property  of  said  Benjamin  Williams,  and  was  of  the  valu^  ^ 
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Said  yemel  while  peacefully  pumuing  her  voyage,  kden  as  aforeisaid,  wvta  cftpttxred 
on  the  lOth  of  April,  1797,  by  the  French  corsair  La  Revanche,  Capt.  Louis  Nad^, 
and  carried  into  Rabana,  and  on  or  about  the  20th  of  April,  1797 j  was,  Kigethf^r  with 
the  CET^*  condemned  hya  French  tribunal  and  the  maritime  agent  of  the  French 
Republic  at  the  island  of  Cuba,  resident  nt  Hiibana,  charged  with  the  entire  e:iecution 
of  tne  decree* 

III.  The  following  la  a  copy  of  the  decree  of  condemnation: 

''Having  aeen  the  procedure  had  the  22d  PraLrial  laet  by  Maurice  Rondinc&n^ 
maritime  agent  of  the  Republic  at  the  island  of  Cuba,  residing  at  Havana,  in  regmrd 
to  the  prt?,e  of  the  ship  Scrubs  from  the  port  of  Wilmington,  Capt.  Jno,  Ru^^, 
capttired  the  30th  Germinal  last  by  the  coti^ir  La  Revanche,  Gapt.  ho\m  Nadal,  and 
brought  into  Havana; 

"  Considering  that  it  res^iUs  from  the  procedure  that  the  said  ship  had  been  captiu^ 
coming  out  of  the  port  of  Kingston,  island  of  Jamaica,  whence  she  had  been  despatched 
theSdof  April,  1797; 

**  Considering  that  the  resolution  of  the  executive  directory  of  the  14th  M^flBtdor, 
y^ir  4,  preecriben  to  all  commanders  <if  the  ships  d  the  Republic  and  to  all  capiaini 
of  coreaus  particular  to  treat  all  m?utral  ehip  In  the  eame  way  that  they  have  aUoved 
themselves  to  be  treated  by  the  English; 

**  Considering  that  it  ia  ot  wide  notoriety  that  the  agents  of  the  Britidi  GovefnmeDt 
in  the  Antill^  do  not  rt^pect  any  neutral  flag,  and  notably  those  of  the  United  Stat«i; 
that  thie  notoriety  is  confimiecf  by  numeroua  dedarationa  made  or  deposed  to  the 
secrctary-ahip  general  of  the  conmiiasion;  that  even  various  commanders  of  Knglifih 
men  of  war  linve  fumbhed  material  prcwf  of  this  conduct  towards  the  ships  of  the 
United  States  of  America,  which  proofs  will  be  found  again  likewise  in  the  archivei 
of  the  commlRsion; 

^*  Considering  that  it  is  only  since  the  oflicial  reception  of  the  said  reeolution  ol  the 
executive  directory ,  and  aiter  the  notoriety  of  the  conduct  of  the  agents  of  the  Engliih 
Government  tn  the  Antilles  toward  neutral  ehipe,  and  especially  towards  those  of 
the  United  States  of  America,  that  the  commission  has  made  its  decree  of  the  ISUl 
Nivo^e  last,  by  which  it  dectarett  good  pri^e  all  neutral  ships  going  into  En^iah  porta 
ot  which  are  coming  out; 

''  The  commist^iou  has  decreed  and  do«B  decree  that  the  ship  Scrubs  of  Wil minion, 
Capt.  Jno.  RuEwell,  taken  the  30th  Germinal  litat  by  the  coreair  La  Revanrhr,  Capt, 
Louie  Nadal,  and  taken  into  Havana,  is  a  good  prize,  as  well  aa  her  catgo,  and  all  ihit 
which  can  a|>pertain  thereto,  and  that  aU  shaO  be  aold  to  the  ptofit  of  the  ciit>totL 
owners,  and  interested  parties  m  the  outfit  of  the  said  coreair;  that  consequenuy  all 
guardians  or  other  dotainere  of  the  iaid  thip,  in  whc)le  or  part,  of  hej  carro,  cimuD' 
stances,  and  appendag(3e^  are  held  to  give  up  the  po^easion  of  it*  into  the  hftO^  of 
the  said  captain  captor  or  hii  representatives. 

"The  present  decree  will  be  notified  to  whom  it  may  concern  a£  th^  dU^ence  of 
the  E^id  captain  captor  or  his  representative. 

''The  maritimr^  at'<rit  of  the  Republic  at  the  island  of  Cuba,  resident  at  Hav^nx 
is  charged  with  the  entire  execution  of  the  present  decree.*' 

IV.  In  1797  Benjamin  Williams  obtainea  a  policv  of  insurance  from  John  ICaaon, 
insurance  broker,  of  Providence,  R.  I.,  in  the  sum  of  $3,500  **on  the  sloop  Scrub  and  hm 
appurtenances;  also  on  her  cargo  on  board  from  Newbum,  North  Carolina,  to  Jamaica, 
at  and  from  thence  to  any  one  port  in  the  United  States,  with  liberty  to  toudi  tl 
Habanaonher  homeward  passage,  against  all  risks/'  Said  policy  was  underwritten, 
among  others,  by  Joseph  Martin  in  the  sum  of  $300. 

V.  On  October  10,  1797,  Joseph  Martin,  through  his  agent,  John  Mason,  pftid  to 
said  Benjamin  Williams  the  said  sum  of  $300.  Said  Joseph  Mmtin  was  a  natife 
citizen  of  the  United  States. 

VI.  The  claimant  has  obtained  letters  of  administration  for  the  party  whom  he 
represents,  and  has  otherwise  proven  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  court  that  the  pcnoa 
on  whose  estate  he  is  administrator,  is  the  same  person  who  suffered  lose  thiou^  the 
capture  of  the  sloop  Scrub  and  cargo,  as  set  fortn  in  the  preceding  findinn,  to  wil» 
in  case  No.  4458,  Newton  Dexter,  administrator  of  the  estate  c3  Joseph  liartm* 
deceased. 

Said  claim  was  not  embraced  in  the  convention  between  the  United  States  mud  tht 
Republic  of  France,  concluded  on  the  30th  of  April.  1803.  and  was  not  a  < 


of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States  and  France  of  the  4th  ol  July,  1831. 

The  claimant  below  named  in  the  conclusion  of  law  in  hin  roprewntati  m  capacity, 
is  the  owner  of  add  claim,  which  haa  never  been  assigned. 
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CONCLUSIONS   OF  LAW. 


The  court  decides  as  conclusions  of  law  that  said  seizure  and  condemnation  were 
illegal,  and  the  owner  and  insurer  had  valid  claims  of  indemnity  therefor  upon  the 
French  Goveniment  prior  to  the  ratification  of  the  convention  between  the  United 
States  and  the  French  Republic,  concluded  on  the  30th  day  of  September,  1800; 
that  said  daims  were  relinc^uished  to  France  by  the  Government  of  the  United  States 
bv  said  treat]^  in  part  consideration  of  the  relinquishment  of  certain  national  claims 
01  France  against  tne  United  States,  and  that  the  claimant  is  entitled  to  the  following 
sum  from  the  United  States: 
Newton  Dexter,  admimstrator  of  the  estate  of  Joseph  Martin,  deceased,  to 

the  sum  of  three  hundred  dollars $300.00 

By  the  Goubt. 

Filed  Fetaiary  18, 1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Ttost  this  14th  day  of  December,  A.  D.  1907. 

[8BAL.J  John  Randolph, 

Astiatant  Clerk  Court  (^  Cknmi. 
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60th  Congress,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  (Document 
lstSes9ion.      J  '  1   No.  372. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  SCHOONER  WILLIAM  LOVEL. 


I«ETTEB  FBOH  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  COUBT  OF  CLAIMS 
TBANSMTTTING  A  COPY  OF  THE  CONCLUSIONS  OF  LAW  AND  OF 
FACT  IN  THE  FBENCH  SPOLIATION  CASES  BELATING  TO  THE 
SCHOONEB  WILLIAM  LOVEL,  JOHN  K.  HILL,  MASTEB. 


Dbcbmbbb  16, 1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 


Court  of  Claims, 
Wdshington,  D.  C,  December  I4, 1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Coiu-t  of  Claims,  I  transmit 
herewith  the  conclusions  of  fact  and  of  law  filed  imder  the  act  of 
January  20,  1885.  in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the 
annexed  findings  oy  the  court  relatmg  to  the  vessel  William  Level, 
John  K.  Hill,  master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


(Court  of  Claims.    French  spoliatioiiB.    Act  of  January  20, 1885,  23  Stat.  L.,  283.    Vol.  1,  Supplement 

to  R.  8.,  2d  ed.,  471.    Vessiel  schooner  William  Lovd,  John  K.  Hill,  master.] 
No.  of 
case.  Claimant. 

17(>3.    Gustavufl  W.  Ridgely,  administrator  of  George  P.  Keeporte,  v.  The  United 
States. 
Antoinette  Williams,  administratrix  of  John  McFaden,  v.  The  United  States. 
William  Clayton  Lawson,  administrator  of  Richard  Lawson,  v.  The  United 

States. 
David  Stewart,  administrator  of  George  Sears,  v.  The  United  States. 
2179.    David  Stewart  and  John  E.  Semmes,  receivers  of  the  Maryland  Insurance 

Company,  v.  The  United  States. 
3144.    William  D.  Lee,  Thomas  D.  Lee,  Henry  A.  Lee,  Joseph  A.  Lee,  Virginia 
Waters,  administrators  of  William  Duncan,  v.  The  United  States. 
Luke  Tieman  Brian,  administrator  of  Luke  Tieman,  v.  The  United  States. 
2555.    Richard  Delafield,  administrator  of  John  Delafield,  surviving  partner  of  the 
firm  of  Church  &  Delafield,  v.  The  United  States. 

PRELIMINARY  STATEMENT. 

These  cases  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  14th  dayof  November,  1907. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  William  T.  S.  Curtis  and  Theodore  J.  Pickett, 
esqs.,  and  The  United  States,  defendants,  by  the  Attorney -General,  through  hia 
assistant  in  the  Department  of  Justice,  John  W.  Trainer,  esq.,  with  whom  was  Assist- 
ant Attomey-GenOTal  J.  A.  Van  OrsdeL 


I 
I 


HXDtNOfi  OF  FACT, 

The  €0iiTt.,  iipoii  the  evidence  and  after  hearing  the  arguments?  an<f  conmdering  tli© 
iame  with  the  oriefs  of  coimBel  on  each  aide,  determine  the  facts  to  be  as  follows: 

I.  The  school ler  WiUiom  LoitL  where<if  Jahii  K-  Hill  wa^  then  maater.  sailed  on 
a  commercial  \oyage  in  the  month  of  Uclober^  1797^  from  Prederit'kshurg,  Va,.  bound 
Ui  Antigua^  Wliile  peacefully  parHuing  Kiid  voyage  she  was  eeiKcd  on  the  high  e«ai 
on  or  aliout  the  2  let  day  of  November,  1797.  bv  the  French  privateer  Fwstorwu**,  the 
captain  of  w^hich  removed  the  said  John  K.  Rill  from  on  boaid  the  WiUiojn  LovcL  and 
earned  him  on  board  the  pdvateer.  A  prize  crew  wa^  then  placed  in  chai:^  of  the 
William  Lov^l  with  orflers  to  conduct  her  to  Guadeloupe.  The  privateer  laen  bore 
away  to  St.  Bartholomew,  where  the  eaid  John  K.  Hiil  was  landed,  and  fri*m  whence 
he  tried  his  be.^t  to  get  to  Guadeloupe  to  learn  the  fate  of  his  vessel,  but  couid  not 
reach  there  until  the'  fith  day  o£  December  following^  and  where  he  learned  that  hh 
vea?el  had  been  condemned  by  the  tribunal  of  commerce  sitting  mt  BiaKtarre  In  the 
iaid  island,  by  decree  dated  on  the  3d  day  of  aaid  month,  wherehy  both  veweJ  and 
caijjo  became  a  total  loss  to  the  owners  thereof. 

The  ^iinds  of  condemnation  us  FtAted  in  the  decree  were  as  followa,  via: 
Considering  that  the  supercargo  waa  bom  a  Scotchman,  and  doth  not  pfove  hi» 
American  natural  Lzat ion  conformably  to  the  12lh  article^  of  the  law  of  ih^  2 let  Octo- 
ber, 1744,  compri>ied  in  theee  terms;  ''All  foreign  ship  ehall  be  good  prize  upon  which 
there  phall  be  a  superougo,  merchant^  clerk,  or  manne  officer  of  an  enemy  s  conntry, 
Ac,;" 

Considering  the  irregularity  of  her  papers,  the  want  of  invoices,  of  the  role  d  'equip«fe, 
which  appears  to  have  been  thrown  into  the  mm  after  the  proceai  vexhid  of  the  capture, 
and  of  the  false  route  which  he  appeared  to  keep  after  the  mid  process  verbal: 

II,  The  Witluim  Lovel  was  a  duly  registered  vessel  of  the  United  States,  as  app«s*red 
by  her  register  on  board  at  the  time  of  said  selKurei  but  it  does  not  appear  who  were 
her  owners  or  owner  at  the  said  date,  nor  are  her  age  and  tonnage  given; 

HL  The  cargo,  aa  far  aa  cstablu^hed  by  the  evidence^  consisted  of  79  barteb  of  flour 
and  2,9544  bush  els  of  com  of  the  value  at  the  jilace  of  shipment  of  I2J43.11,  lh« 
iame  being  the  property  of  William  Duncan,  a  citizen  of  the  United  States. 

IV,  The  loSBTB  to  aaid  Williain  Duncan  by  reason  of  said  Bciture  and  condemnation 
were  as  follows,  viz: 

Value  of  car^. ., •:  -   -  - -  - ^  743. 11 

Premium  of  insutiance  paid.. ,......, . . ., ,        ^2&.  00 

Advance  freight  pa  id , ,......,. > ,. -.,..        700,00 

3, 96$.  II 

Deduct  Insumnce  received 0,3^,40 

Net  loss 628.71 

V.  October  25,  1797,  said  William  Duncan  effected  insurance  on  said  cmr^  for  the 
said  voyage  with  the  Maryland  Insurance  Company  in  the  sum  of  $3,500,  paying  there- 
for a  premium  of  15  per  cent. 

April  25, 1798,  the  said  company  duly  paid  the  said  assured  the  sum  of  $3,330.40,  as 
and  for  a  total  loss  on  said  policy  by  reason  of  the  premises. 

November  30,  1797.  said  William  Duncan,  as  agent,  effected  insurance  on  aaid 
vessel  and  freight  in  tno  office  of  George  P.  Keeports,  insurance  broker  of  Baltinuve. 
but  it  is  not  shown  who  the  owners  of  said  vessel  were  or  that  the  persons  for  whom  saia 
insurance  was  made  had  any  interest  in  said  vessel  and  freight,  and  hence  no  allow- 
ance is  made  therefor. 

The  claimants  have  produced  letters  of  administration  on  the  estates  of  the  partiet 
for  whom  they  appear,  and  have  otherwise  proved  to  the  satisfaction  ci  the  court  that 
the  persons  for  whose  estates  they  have  filed  claims  are  in  fact  the  aamepersons  who 
suffered  loss  by  reason  of  the  seizure  and  condemnation  of  the  schoonsr  WiUiam  Lottl^ 
as  set  forth  in  the  preceding  findings. 

Said  claims  were  not  embraced  in  the  convention  between  the  United  States  and  the 
Republic  of  France  concluded  on  the  30th  of  April,  1803.  They  were  not  daima 
growing  out  of  the  acts  of  France  allowed  and  paid  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the  pro- 
visions of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States  and  Spain  concluded  on  the  22a  dt 
February,  1819,  and  were  not  allowed  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the  pRnrkioiia  of  the 
treaty  between  the  United  States  and  France  of  the  4th  of  July,  1831. 

The  claimants,  in  their  representative  capacity,  are  the  ownen  ol  aod 
which  have  never  been  assigned  except  as  aforesaid. 


8GH00NEB   WILLIAM   LOVEL. 


CONCLUSIONS  OF  LAW. 


The  court  decides  as  conclusions  of  law  that  said  seizure  and  condemnation  were 
illegal,  and  the  owners  and  insurers  had  valid  claims  of  indemnity  therefor  upon  tiie 
French  Government  prior  to  the  ratification  of  the  convention  between  the  united 
States  and  the  Frencn  Republic,  concluded  on  the  30th  day  of  September,  1800; 
that  said  ckimfl  were  relinquished  to  France  by  the  Grovemment  of  the  United  States 
bv  said  treaty  in  part  consideration  of  the  relinquishment  of  certain  national  claims 
01  France  against  the  United  States;  and  that  the  claimants  are  entitled  to  the  fol- 
lowing sums  from  the  United  States: 

William  D.  Lee,  Thomas  D.  Lee,  Henry  A.  Lee,  Joseph  A.  Lee,  and  Vir- 
ginia Waters,  administrators  of  William  Duncan,  six  hundred  and  twenty- 
ei^ht  dollars  and  seventy-one  cents 1628. 71 

David  Stewart  and  John  £.  Semmes,  receivers  of  the  Maryland  Insurance 
Company,  three  thousand  three  hundred  and  thirty-nine  dollars  and  forty     . 
cents 3,339.40 

Amounting  in  aU  to  three  thousand  nine  hundred  and  sixty-eight  dol- 
lars and  eleven  cents 3.968.11 

Geoige  P.  Keeports,  George  Sears,  Richard  Lawson,  John  McFadon,  Richard  Dela- 
field,  surviving  partner  of  Gnurch  &,  Delafield,  and  Luke  Tieman,  surviving  assignee, 
have  proved  no  valid  claims. 

By  thb  Court. 
Ffled  December  2,  1907. 
A  true  copy. 

Test  this  14th  day  of  December,  A.  D.  1907. 
[SBAL.]  John  Randolph, 

Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claimi, 


60thCqnore88,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES,  j  Document 
MSeman.     j  }    No.  385. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  MARGARET  M.  DONNELLY,  WIDOW 
OF  EDWARD  W.  DONNELLY. 


LBTTBB  ntOM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  COUBT  OF  CLAIMS 
T&AHSMITTINO  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  COXTBT 
IN  THE  CASE  OF  MABGAEET  M.  DONNELLY,  WIDOW  OF  EDWABD 
W.  DONNELLY.  DECEASED,  AGAINST  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


Dbcbmbbb  IQi  1907.— Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

Washington^  December  16^  1907. 
Sir:  Parsaant  to  the  order  of  the  court,  I  transmit  herewith  a  certi- 
fied copy  of  the  finding  filed  bv  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause,  which 
case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War  Claims,  House 
of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883,  known  as  the 
Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  CWk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


fCoaxi  of  Claims  Congrenional,  No.  10666.  Estate  of  Edward  W.  Donnelly,  deceased,  v.  The  United 

Stotes.] 

Thifl  case  beiog  a  claim  for  supplies  or  stores  alleged  to  have  been  taken  by  or 
famished  to  the  military  forces  of  the  United  States  for  their  use  during  the  late  war 
for  the  soppression  of  the  rebellion,  the  coort^  on  a  preliminary  inquiry,  finds  that 
Edward  W.  Dcmnelly,  deceased,  the  person  alleged  to  have  furnished  such  supplies 
or  stores,  or  from  whom  the  same  are  alleged  to  have  been  taken,  was  loyal  to  the 
GovemmeDt  of  the  United  States  throoghout  said  war. 

By  the  Coubt. 

Filed  May  25, 190a 


(Otmrt  of  daima.    Oongrenional  case  No.  10665.    Maivaret  M.  Donnelly,  widow  of  Edward  W 
Donnelly,  deceased,  v.  The  United  States.] 

BTATBMBNT.  OF  CA8B. 

The  dalm  in  tlie  above-entitled  case,  for  supplies  or  stores  alleged  to  have  been 
taken  by  or  faniished  to  the  military  forces  of  the  United  States  for  their  uae  dnx- 
ing  the  lato  war  for  the  suppression  of  the  rebellion,  was  transmWXed  V>  >i^^  ^loxrcX. 
bj  the  Committee  on  War  Oiaima  on  the  Ist  day  of  April,  1^02. 
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On  a  preliminary  inquirjf  the  courts  on  the  25th  dny  of  May,  190S,  found  that  the 
person  alleg^  to  have  furnished  the  pnpplies  or  Btores^  or  from  M'hom  they  WctB 
aUeged  to  have  been  taken,  waa  loyal  to  the  Goyernnient  of  the  Uiuted  State? 
throughout  eakl  war. 

The  case  was  brought  to  a  hearing  on  its  merits  on  the  9th  day  o!  December,  1907, 

G^orE^e  A.  and  WIMiacn  B.  King,  e^ia*,  appeared  for  claimant,  and  the  Attorney* 
General,  by  Malrolm  A.  Coles*,  t^v,  his  ai*s*ifeitant,  and  under  his  direction,  appenrod 
for  the  defense  and  proteotioii  of  tiie  intareets  of  the  United  States. 

The  claimant  in  her  petition  makes  the 'following  allegations: 

The  claimant  apf>eared  in  this  court  and  filed  her  petition  September  9,  1902,  in 
which  it  ist  enhstantially  averred  that: 

The  following  property  belonging  to  Edward  W.  Donnelly  waa  taken  from  him  by 
tlie  United  States  Army,  the  datu\  place^  and  command  tteiiig  particalarly  etated 
bolow: 

In  Fauquier  County,  in  the  State  of  Virginia,  on  or  al^out  Uie  yean  1B62  and  IS&l, 
by  the  United  Statea  troopa— 

1  horae  taken  in  the  spring  of  JB62  b^  General  Gregg's  coiuiiiand |17>> 

1  horee  taken  by  Colonel  De  Forest  ui  1^64  ,,.»„*.,-,-,....,.. ,,._.,„     17f\ 

S7  eheep,  at  |5  each ,  taken  by  reserve  artillery  in  1  Sfi4 .... lli5 

2 Jioge  taken  by  Unitefl  States  troops  in  spring  of  18(H  ..,.,_.* 30 

Chick eni,  tiirkeye,  and  other  fo w Is  taken  tit  different  timee  .-. •..--_.       80 

Frodueta  of  garden  for  three  years 300 

That  a  claim  for  said  property  wu^  presented  to  the  Fifty-flfth  and  Fifty-aixth 

GoB|^a»eef  the  items  of  said  claim  being  as  tit*reti.»fore  slate<1. 

Said  claim  was  not  allowed  by  aaid  tribunal*  the  ground  for  aaid  action  belog  that 
it  waa  not  considered  tliat  the  claimant  wa«  a  eiUssen  of  the  United  Statee. 

The  claim  ha^  t>een  presentetl  to  the  Fifty-fifth  and  Fifty -si  jth  Oin^ret^eei?  and  was 
hy  the  resolution  of  the  House  of  the  said  Filty 'Sixth  Congree*  refermi  to  the  Com- 
mittee od  War  Claims  of  the  said  House,  by  which  committete  it  was  on  the  lett  day 
of  April,  1902,  referred  to  this  court  for  a  finding  of  facts  in  aceordanct?  witli  eectaoo 
i  of  an  act  approved  March  3.  ISSIS,  entitled  **An  act  to  afford  aafiktanee  and  rttUcf 
to  OtmgrePBan<i  the  Executive  Departments  in  the  inves^tigation  of  claimji  and  drraandi 
aizavnst  the  Governments^ 

The  court,  uf^on  the  evideui'e  and  after  considering  the  brieJa  and  afgumdtil  el 
cjoutisel  on  both  skle^,  makes  the  following 

Fi^DiJfdB  or  FacT* 

During  the  war  for  the  FuppresPion  of  the  rebellion  the  military  foTC««  of  the  Unltf4 

f*.|Jlt''*!a,    I'V   i^rCMi+ir  niitlntntv,    for  t|tt«  TH*'  J'^f  tVif'     \|  rrnv.  t^MiV    IfiiTfi   ^'Ijiinnfi^rtf '  ^a  < f **# i^^* ^ ^ r^ (_ 

in  Fauquier  Countj^,  State  of  Virginia,  property  of  the  kind  and  character  deachbed 
in  the  petition,  which  was  then  and  there  reasonably  worth  the  sum  of  three  hon* 
dred  and  sixty  dollars  ($360). 
No  payment  appears  to  have  been  made  for  any  part  tliereof. 

By  THE  COCBT. 

Filed  December  9,  1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  16th  day  of  December,  1907. 

[bbal.]  John  Randolph, 

Assistant  CUrk  Qmri  ^  CUmu. 


I 


SOthConorbss,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  J  Document 
l9t  Session,     f  (    No.  386. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  FRANK  READ,  ADMINISTRATOR 
OF  JAMES  S.  READ. 


I.ETTEB  FROM  THB  ASSISTANT  CliEBK  OF  THE  COTTBT  OF  CHCiAIMS 
T&ANSMITTINa  A  COPT  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  COXTBT 
IN  THB  CASE  OF  FBANB  BEAD,  ADMINISTBATOB  OF  JAMES  S. 
BBAD,  DBCEASED,  AGAINST  THE  X7NITED  STATES. 


DacxMBiR  19,  1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  op  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

Wdshiiigion^  December  17^  1907. 
Sib:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court,  I  transmit  herewith  a  certi- 
fied copy  of  the  findings  tiled  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause,  which 
case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War  Claims, 
House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883,  known  as 
the  Bowman  Act. 

lam,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assifitant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  Ilame  of  Representatives. 


[Coart  of  Clalmt.    Congressional,  No.  4067.    James  S.  Read  r.  The  United  States.] 

This  case,  being  a  claim  for  supplies  or  stores  alleged  to  have  been  taken  by  or 
furnished  to  the  military  forces  of  the  United  States  for  their  use  during  the  late  war 
for  the  suppression  of  the  rebellion,  the  court,  on  a  preliminary  inquiry,  finds  that 
James  8.  Read,  the  person  allied  to  have  furnished  such  supplies  or  stores,  or  from 
whom  the  same  are  alleged  to  nave  been  taken,  was  loyal  to  the  Governuient  of  the 
United  States  tbronghout  said  war. 

By  the  Court. 


ICoiirt  of  daiina.    Oongressional  Case  No.  4087.    Frank  Read,  administrator  estate  of  James  8.  Read, 

deceased,  v.  The  United  States. 

8TATBMENT  OF  CASE. 

The  claim  in  the  above-coititled  case  for  supplies  or  stores  alleged  to  have  been 
taken  by  or  furnished  to  the  military  forces  of  the  United  States  for  their  use  daring 
the  late  war  for  the  sappression  of  the  rebellion  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the 
Committee  on  War  Claims,  House  of  Representatives,  on  the  20th  day  of  April,  18S8. 

On  a  preliminary  inqoiry  the  conrt,  on  the  29th  day  of  April,  1907^  iouiia  \2[laX>2[^<^ 


pereon  allecfd  to  have  farDighed  the  Biippliesoretoret,  or  from  whom  thFywCTe 
oHeged  to  Baye  l)eeii  takejij  was  loyal  to  the  Government  of  the  United  Bt&teQ 
tbroaghDut  said  war. 

The  case  waa  brought  to  a  hearing  on  ita  meriU  on  the  2Sth  day  of  October,  1907. 

C  A- &  F*  W.  Brandenburg,  esqs.,  apf^a-red  for^clainjant^  and  th«  Atiomey- 
GeneraU  by  Clark  M(*Ker(^her,  e^q.,  his  assistant  and  under  hm  direclioo,  appeared 
for  the  deft^nse  and  protection  of  the  ititereata  of  the  United  ytatea. 

The  claimant  in  hL^  petition  makes  the  following  allegations: 

That  said  Jamas  ^.  liead^  deceasefl,  during  the  s^id  war  wat^a  resident  of  Dtavidioii 
County,  Tenn.,  and  wb-r  the  owner  and  poe>4e!?por  on  hie  farm  in  »aid  county  and 
State  of  certain  quarterniaater  stores  tmd  coriiinit=f!^ary  snppleg^  which  in  the  (bX\  oI 
1864  were  seized  and  appropriate:!  to  the  use  of  tSe  i unitary  forcefi  of  the  United 
States  then  etationeii  and  operating  in  said  loi^aUty,  according  to  the  following  bill 
of  items: 

2hor9e«,  at$J25 .._. , .,.> $S50 

1  wa^n,  ironaxle. ---_.„.,. „.,.,, 100 

3  head  of  beef  cattle ,,.- ..*,.. , .-....,.._, W 

15  i^jork  hogs - ,-.-, , * 7& 

75  bushels  of  corn _,...... -,**_--,.,,.^^»,,,^_,..** ,  76 

2,000  feet  cedar  lumber,  cost .-.. .,-,. „,  16© 

1  ton  of  hay ,_._. ..,,__. 24 

3,000  cedar  rails.-., __ .,„,.. ISO 

10,000  feet  of  plank  fence,  cellar  posts ._*,  250 

150  bushels  of  coaK  at  60  centt! , , . ,  90 

3  cords  of  wood,  at  $10. , , .,„...... ,.  30 

Total. --->„-.-,.,„.,,, -- „, ,,,_.  l,2iH 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence  and  after  the  consideration  of  briefs  aod  aft<{r  he&r- 
iug  the  arguments  of  the  re^j:iec;ti  vo  eounuel,  [uakes  the  foHowims 

FINDING   OF  PACT. 

Dnring  the  war  for  the  !*uppre5sion  of  the  rebellion  the  military  fort?c«  of  the 
Unit4*<l  Estates  by  proper  authority  took  for  the  use  of  the  Arniy  from  ctaimaiit^ 
decedent  in  Davidson  Coimtv,  State  of  TenneBaee,  the  property  deji^ribe<l  in  tiie  (wti* 
tion,  the  rc^asiinable  vahie  of  which  at  tlie  time  and  place  mentioned  above  waa  tbt 
sum  of  seven  hundred  and  fifteen  dollars  (1715). 

No  payment  appi^rs  U)  ha  ye  been  made  for  any  part  tbereoi 

Br  THR  CotlKT. 

Fi!rfl   \Vvr--hr*r  4,  1^7, 

A  true  copy  : 

Test  this  16th  day  of  December,  1907. 

[bsal.]  John  Randolph, 

Asnstant  Clerk  CouH  qf  CUnmt. 
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60th  Conobess,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  (  Document 
let  Session.      J  \    No.  387. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  WILLIAM  M.  MOSS,  ADMINISTRA- 
TOR  OF  JOHN  SMITH. 


I«BTTEB  mOM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  COURT  OF  CLAIMS, 
T&ANSKITTINO  A  COPT  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BT  THE  COUB.T 
IN  THE  CASE  OF  WILLIAM  M.  MOSS,  ADMINISTBATOB  OF  JOHN 
SMITH,  DECEASED,  AGAINST  THE  XTNTTED  STATES. 


Dbcxmbkb  19|  1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

Washington^  Decemher  16^  1907. 
Sib:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court  I  transmit  herewith  a  certi- 
fied copy  of  the  findings  tiled  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause,  which 
case  was  referred  to  this  court  hy  the  Comnnttee  on  War  Claims, 
House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1887,  known  as 
the  Tucker  Act. 

1  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Hepresentdtives. 


[CoQit  of  CUini!!.    Congressional  No.  11193.    Estate  of  John  Smith  v.  The  United  States.] 

This  case  bein^  a  claim  for  supplies  or  stores  alleged  to  have  been  taken  by  or  fur- 
nished to  the  military  forces  of  the  United  States  for  their  use  during  the  late  war  for 
the  suppression  of  the  rebellion,  the  court,  on  a  preliminary  inquiry,  finds  that  John 
Smith,  deceased,  the  person  alleged  to  have  furnished  such  supplies  or  stores,  or  from 
whom  the  same  are  alleged  to  have  been  taken,  was  loyal  to  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  throughout  said  war. 

By  thb  Coubt. 

Filed  April  9, 1906. 


fOoort  of  dainu.    Congrenkmal,  No.  11198.   William  M.  Moss,  administrator  of  John  Smith,  deceased 

V.    The  United  States.] 

STATEMENT  OF  CASE. 

This  is  a  claim  for  stores  and  supplies  alleged  to  have  been  taken  by  or  famished 
to  the  military  forces  of  the  United  States  during  the  late  civil  war. 


Oq  SMklWrr  20,  190S,  the  ComiDittee  on  War  ClMins  of  the  House  of  Re|N^!!8eDU* 
iliroi  TOtelTid  to  this  <;oiirt,  under  the  provisions  of  the  act  of  March  *A  1^?,  kuowo 
li  th« Ttickor  Act,  the  {(allowing  bill: 

'*[!!.  Rt  litis,  Klftr^aev^nth  LTutif^ressi,  t)nt#eflilonJ 

*'A  BILL  For  tii«  r«lt^  of  John  Bmith. 

^*  Bi  it  matstii  Cgr  ik§  Stmaie  and  //ouite  of  Represetd^iiif^n  of  the  United  Slftt^  of 
Amtriea  in  Omgrmi  OMPuMe^i  Th»t  the  Secretary  of  the  Trf^a^^arj  be,  mad  ho  m 
here  by  T  aathortved  Mid  tlireeteil  Ui  pny  John  SDiitb,  of  Jackaon,  TeDnes^ee^  out  of 
wiy  money  m  the  Tremisxiry  not  otherwise  appropmted,  the  sum  of  three  thaus&ml 
(our  h  una  red  tuid  fifty  dollarBi  being  for  stores^  and  euppliee  alleged  to  !iave  ti^^o 
furnished  Ui^ited  Stat^  troops  dormg  the  bite  war  for  the  Biippre^ion  of  the 
n^betlton,"  • 

The  ('lainiant  upjTeared  and  ObHl  hm  petition  in  thia  oomi  January  IS,  19(H,  Ln 
which  he  makes  the  ful lowing  alieent ions:  ^ 

That  be  IS  the  adminifitrator  of  the  estate  of  John  ^mith,  detK^ased,  who  f(>9<ido<l  in 
MadUcui  County,  State  of  TenneBsee,  during  the  lat*^  civil  war;  thatatdiJfert'iitttnits 
during  the  jteriod  of  said  war  there  was  taken  from  Ins  dei.-edent  by  the  l^nitetl  Stal^ 
military  fori."e8^  by  pn>per  authority,  fur  the  use  of  the  army^  atores  and  auppliee  of 
the  ?a!  ue  of  |3, 450 ,  m  lol  1  o w  ^ : 

2,000  pounds  tuanufjU'tured  tobacco,  at  60  eent»  i>er  pound $1,000 

Stock  of  goods,  consisting^  of  hats,  shot'e,  clothing,  groeenes^  pfovi^ions,  eta, 

valriedat. -,.,,, ,,.,.,,  1,  *-.„..*.___  2,000 

( Taken  about  June,  ISdJ, ) 

1  miT^. - , * ,,,,,,-..,-,- ----•*  200 

1  mare. ,, , *_,»_ ISO 

Ipony _- „_ .___ _  JOO 


Total,----- .-_ .„„. .,„„„._..     3. 450 

On  April  9,  10O6,  on  a  preliminary  hearinf^,  the  eourt  found  that  Jolm  Smttli, 
deceaeea,  was  loyal  to  the  (j<>vernment  of  the  United  8tateii  throughotit  th«  dtO 
war. 

The  case  ivae  brought  to  a  hearing  on  njerita  on  February  5,  1907, 

Wat^^n  E-  C^lenian,  e^q.,  ap{>e-aivd  for  the  claimant,  and  the  A ttoruey 'Geiierfttf 
by  W.  M.  AHhfonJ,  bin  aiiQ^iHtant  nnd  under  hiB  direction,  appeared  for  tne  ifffmia 
and  protection  of  tJje  intere^te  of  the  Unitefl  States. 

Tbe  court,  upon  the  evidence  and  afttr^r  couiideriog  the  biiefa  and  argiiixiMit  1)1 
ooundel  on  bo  to  dde^^  riXHke#  the  following 

pmiJtNOS  OF  FACT* 

I.  Claimant's  decedent,  John  Smith,  was  loval  to  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  throughout  the  late  war  for  the  suppression  of  the  rebellion. 

II.  During  said  period  the  military  forces  of  the  United  States,  by  proper  aothority 
for  the  use  of  the  army,  took  from  claimant's  decedent,  in  Madison  County,  Tenn., 
property  of  the  kin<l  and  character  above  de8cril)ed,  which  at  the  time  ana  place  of 
taking  was  reasonably  worth  the  sum  of  sixteen  hundred  dollars  ($1,600),  no  part  of 
which  appears  to  have  l)een  paid. 

III.  The  claim  herein  was  never  presented  to  any  department  of  the  government 
prior  to  its  presentation  to  Congress  and  reference  to  this  court  by  the  House  of 
Kepresentatives,  as  hereinbefore  mentioned,  and  no  reason  is  given  therefor. 

By  the  Coubx. 

Filed  April  22,  1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  13th  day  of  December,  A.  D.  1907. 

[seal.]  John  Randolph, 

Assistant  Clerk  Court  qf  Ctotau. 


I 
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60th  Congress,  I  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES,  j  Document 

Ut  Session.      J  1    No.  388. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  JAMES  M.  HALL. 


LETTER  FROM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  C0X7BT  OF  CI.AIMB 
TSANSMITTINa  A  COPTOF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BT  THE  C0X7BT 
IN  THE  CASE  OF  JAMES  M.  HALL  AGAINST  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


Dkcbmbkb  19,  1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

Waahington^  December  17,  1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court,  I  transmit  herewith  a  cer- 
tified copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Conmiittee  on  War  Claims, 
House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883,  known  as 
the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Court  of  Claims.    Congressional,  No.  10965.    James  M.  Hall  v.  The  United  SUtes.] 

This  case,  being  a  claim  for  supplies  or  stores  alleged  to  have  been  taken  by  or 
famished  to  the  military  forces  of  the  United  States  for  their  use  during  the  late  war 
for  the  suppression  of  the  rebellion,  the  court,  on  a  preliminary  inquiry,  finds  that 
James  M.  Hall,  Uie  person  alleged  to  have  furnished  such  supplies  or  stores,  or 
from  whom  the  same  are  alleged  to  have  been  taken,  was  loyal  to  the  Government 
ci  the  United  States  throughout  said  war. 

By  the  Ck>UBT. 

FUed  March  19,  1906. 


[Court  of  Claima.   Congresioiial  case  No.  109&5.    James  M.  Hall  v.  The  United  States.] 

STATEMENT  OF  CASE. 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  for  supplies  or  stores  alleged  to  have  been 
taken  by  or  furnished  to  the  military  forces  of  the  United  States,  for  their  use  during 
the  late  war  for  the  suppression  of  the  rebellion,  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the 
Hoose  of  Representatives  on  the  27th  day  of  January,  1903. 

On  a  preliminary  inquiry  the  court,  on  the  19th  day  of  March,  1906,  found  that 
the  person  alleged  to  have  furnished  the  supplies  or  stores,  or  from  whom  they  were 
alleged  to  have  been  taken,  was  loyal  to  the  Government  of  the  United  States 
throoghoat  said  war. 


a 


^AiSm   W.    HAlI 


Tilt'  raf*e  was  brought  to  a  hearing  on  ite  merits  on  the  18th  day  of  Jantmrj,  1907- 

Wateoti  E.  Colepian,  tec^.,  appeared  for  rlaimantr  and  the  Attomey-iieiit^nil,  hf 
W.  W.  Scott,  eaq.,  hie  ni^tijistantf  and  under  hb  direatioHf  appeare«i  for  the  drfrmin 
and  protection  of  the  interests  of  the  United  Slates, 

The  claim  ant  in  his  petiti^in  makes  the  following  allegattons^ 

That  he  is  a  citixeu  of  the  UnitefJ  States,  residing  at  Mount  Sterling,  Kj.\  that 
during  the  lata  civil  war  stprea  and  supphea  were  taken  by  or  fiimisbecf  ta  tbe 
Uniteri  IStatea  Army  for  their  use  at  or  near  Mount  Sterlingt  Ky.,  *^id  stores  anil 
auppUee  beJonging  to  Burroughs  A  Hallj  and  being  vahied  at  13,027,  aa  follows: 

9  barreli^  of  pure  copper  whisky i  S7d  gallorLs,  at  |4  per  f^l  Ion #1, 512 

4  barrels  pure  apple  brandy ^  168  gallons,  at  t^^  t>er  gallon --        8*) 

1  barrel  Holland ^in,  imported^  4*i  gallons^  at  15  per  gallon,.,,* *^ 21& 

1  barrel  ginger  wine,  40  gallons,  at  $3  per  gallon ..^ ,.,**-_*_,.*,,*         120 

6  barrels  spirits,  85  gallons,  at  |4  per  ^tlou.,.. ...,.,, ... 340 


Claimant  further  allej^es  that  he  is  the  surviving  member  of  the  Arm  of  Burrought 
&  Hall,  arirl  that  J.  William  Burroughs  was  the  only  other  member  of  said  tirm: 
that  the  claim  herein  wtua  presented  to  the  War  Department  and  by  it  rejected  a^d 
diaatlowed. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence  and  after  considering  the  briefa  and  argument  of 
ooungel  on  both  sidea,  makes  the  following 

FiNniKa  at  tACt: 

Bnring  the  late  civil  war  Jamet»  M.  Hall  and  J.  W.  Burrougha  were  tbe  owoem  ol 

the  whisky  and  other  liquora  described  in  the  petition  at  Mount  Sterling,  Kj, 
In  the  early  part  of  1865  the  miBtary  forces  of  tbe  tJnited  States  ^eieed  and  conrai- 
cated  said  whisky  and  liquora  on  the  ground  that  the  claimants  were  Belling 
Game  to  the  enlisted  men  in  violation  of  the  order  of  the  commandant  of  t^ 
troops  then  stationed  at  that  place.  The  whisky  and  liquors  were  taken  away  in 
wagons  by  said  military  forces,  but  wbat  use  was  made  of  them  doee  not  a|>pvar  to 
the  Fa ti^ faction  of  the  court* 

The  re^isonable  value  of  tbe  whisky  and  liquors  so  taken  was  at  the  time  and  plftot 
about  lifteen  hundred  dollars  (|1,500).  The  one-half  tliereof*  or  the  interevi  ol  tli« 
eaid  Jamea  M.  Hall,  whoee  claim  was  referred  to  the  court,  was  seven  hundtied  «n4 
fifty  dollars  (1760). 

The  i-laim  of  the  said  J.  W.  Burroughs  has  not  been  referred  to  tbe  courts  and  for 
that  reason  his  intervening  petition  \s  dismissed* 

Bt  mm  CouKT. 

Filed  February  25,  1907. 

A  true  copv. 

Test  this  13th  day  of  December,  A.  D.  1907. 

[sBAu]  John  Randolph, 

Amttanl  Clerk  Qmri  ^  GfauM 


f 


60thC!ongrb88,')  house  OF  REPRESENTATIVES,  j  Document 
l9t  Session,      f  J   No.  389. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  EDWARD  W.  EGGLESTON. 


liBTTEB  FROM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  COUBT  OF  CLAIMS 
T&AKSMITTINa  A  COPT  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE 
COUBT  IN  THE  CASE  OF  ESTATE  OF  EDWABD  W.  EGGLESTON 
AGAINST  THE  .UNITED  STATES. 


Dbcbmbkb  19,  1907.— -Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

j)rinted. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

Washington^  December  17^  1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court,  I  transmit  herewith  a  certi- 
fied copy  of  the  iindings  filed  b}"  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause,  which 
case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War  Claims, 
House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883,  known  as 
the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistaiit  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Rejyresentatives. 


[Court  of  Claims     Edward  W.  Eggleston  v.  The  United  States.    Congressional,  No.  4879.] 

This  case,  being  a  claim  for  supplies  or  stores  alleged  to  have  been  taken  by  or 
famished  to  the  military  forces  of  the  United  ^tates  for  their  use  during  the  late  war 
for  the  suppression  of  the  rebellion,  the  court,  on  a  preliminary  inquiry,  finds  that 
Kdward  W.  Eggleston,  deceased,  the  person  alleged  to  have  furnished  such  supplies 
or  stores,  or  from  whom  the  same  are  alleged  to  have  been  taken,  was  loyal  to  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  throughout  said  war. 

By  the  Coubt. 

Filed  January  14,  1907. 


[Court  of  Claimi.    Congressional  case  No.  4879.    Edward  W.  Kggleston  v.  The  United  States.] 
STATEMENT  OP  CASE. 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  for  bupplies  or  stores  alleged  to  have  been 
taken  by  or  famished  to  the  military  forces  of  the  United  States  for  their  use  during 
the  late  war  for  the  suppression  of  the  rebellion  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the 
Committee  on  War  Claims,  House  of  Representatives,  on  the  10th  day  of  July,  1888. 

On  a  preliminary  inquiry  the  court,  on  the  14th  day  of  January,  1907,  found  that 
the  person  alleged  to  have  furnished  the  supplies  or  stores,  or  from  whom  they  were 
alleged  to  have  been  taken,  was  loyal  to  the  Government  of  the  United  States  through- 
out said  war* 


3 


EDWAED   W,     EGGLESTOir. 


The  case  waa  broiigbt  to  a  hearing  on  lis  tut^ntH  on  the  oQlh  day  of  JsTinaryf  tfl 

0<  A.  St  F.  W.  Brandeiibur§f,  eaqs,,  ap^pt^ared  for  (^taiinant^  and  the  Attoniey- 
GeD€iraJ,  by  George  M.  Anderscm,  ei?q,,  biea^BJi^tjint,  and  under  hm  dlredUon,  apf>eanad 
lor  the  defense  md  protection  of  the  intereete  of  the  United  States. 

The  (claimant  in  hin  petition  makes  the  following  alie^<itionBi 

That  he  h  a  citizen  of  the  Uniteil  Stat^v^^  and  during  aaid  war  resided  in  VVilllam- 
BOn  County,  Stat**  of  Tennessee,  and  waa  the  owner  and  poswssor  on  his  farm  in  @ald 
Qoutit)^  and  i^tate  of  Tennessee  of  certain  quartermaster  stores  and  commmuy 
STij^jJlie^,  which  in  the  s^pring  of  1§63  were  seized  and  apnritpriated  to  the  use  of  tha 
tnilitary  forces  of  the  United  State:^  then  stationed  and  ofiermting  in  eaud  tocmlity, 
according  to  the  following  bill  of  itt^mti: 

4  mules,  at  flSO  e*ieh ,,_ .„_„.. ..,„, „.  1600 

I  hoi^.- - .--- - -.*,-*    150 

Total , 750 

The  eourt,  upon  Hie  evidence  and  after  the  consideration  of  briefs  and  aft^r  hcttriiig 
the  arj^unientH  of  ttie  rt^pectiye  (.titin^^  makes  the  following 

FINDING    OF   FACT. 

There  was  taken  from  the  claimant  in  William  son  Cotinty,  State  of  Tenne^ee,  dttr^ 
ing  the  war  for  the  mippreaeion  of  the  rel>eUion,  by  the  military  forces  of  the  United 
States*  by  proper  aulhority,  property  of  the  kind  and  chara*ner  described  id  the 
petition i  which  at  the  time  and  place  of  taking  was  reasonably  worth  the  sum  ol 

II  ve  h  u  nd  r ed  and  ei  net y  d  ol  lars  ( ^590 } . 

No  payment  appears  to  have  b^D  ma«le  therefor. 

Bt  thb  Ccictkt* 
Filed  February  4,  1907- 
A  true  copy, 
Te«t  thii  16th  day  of  December^  1907. 

[hEAI..]  .ToJIX    RAKnOLFH, 

AmUatU  CKa-it  Cmiri  ^  Clouna. 


eOraCoNOREas, )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES,  j  Document 
1st  Session.      \  \    No.  390. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  MARY  J.  LANGLEY-NORRIS, 
ADMINISTRATRIX  OF  IGNATIUS  J.  LANGLEY. 


USTTEB  FBOM  THB  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  COUBT  OF  CLAIMS 
TBANSKTmNG  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BT  THE  COUBT 
IN  THE  CASE  OF  MABY  J.  LANGLEY-NOBBIS,  ADMINISTBATBUC 
OF  ESTATE  OF  IGNATIUS  J.  LANGLEY,  DECEASED,  AGAINST  THE 
UNITED  STATES. 


DacBMBBB  19,  1907.— Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


CouKT  OF  Claims,  Clerks  Office, 

Washington^  December  18^  1907. 
Sib:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court,  1  transmit  herewith  a  certified 
copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause,  which 
case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Comnaittee  on  War  Claims, 
House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883,  known  as 
the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  Ilouse  of  Representatives. 


[Ccmrt  of  Claims.    Ignatius  J.  Langley  v.  The  United  States.    Congressional,  No.  9396.] 

This  case,  bein^  a  claim  for  suppliefl  or  stores  alleged  to  have  been  taken  bv  or  fur- 
nished to  Uie  military  forces  of  the  United  States  for  their  use  during  the  late  war 
for  the  suppression  of  the  rebellion,  the  court,  on  a  preliminary  inquiry,  finds  that 
Ignatius  J.  Langley,  the  person  alleged  to  have  furnished  such  supplies  or  stores,  or 
from  whom  the  same  are  alleged  to  have  been  taken,  was  loyal  to  the  Government 
of  the  United  States  throughout  said  war. 

By  th«  Coubt. 

Filed  May  13,  1901. 


[Oowt  of  Claims.    Congressional  case  No.  9398.    Mary  J.  Langley-Norris,  administratrix  of  estate  of 
Ignatius  J.  Langley,  deceased,  v.  The  United  States. 

8TATBMENT  OF  CASE. 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  for  supplies  or  stores  alleged  to  have  been 
taken  by  or  furnished  to  the  militarv  forces  of  the  United  States  for  their  use  during 
the  late  war  for  the  sui)pression  of  the  rebellion,  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the 
Committee  on  War  Claims,  House  of  Representatives,  on  the  8th  day  of  MaY>  VQ^« 


On  a  preliminaiy  inquiry  the  coart,  on  the  18th  day  of  May,  1901  f  found  th&t  th# 
person  allej^ed  to  hav^e  fnrniehed  the  giip}>Jiee  or  Btt>re?j  or  iTom  ^^hon^  they  Tiere 
alleged  to  have  been  taken,  was  loyal  to  the  Government  of  the  United  States 
throughout  Bald  war. 

The  case  was  brought  to  a  hearinjj  on  iti?  merits  on  the  24th  day  of  January,  1907. 

WjUiam  D*  Henry,  esii.i  appeared  for  eJaimatitj  and  the  Attorney- Uem' nil,  by 
Charles  F.  Kincheloef  es^^.i  bi^  as^igtant,  and  under  hi^ri  direction,  appeareil  for  the 
defense  aad  protection  of  the  interei^tM  of  the  tJnited  State?". 

The  idaimant  in  her  pedtloti  makei^  the  foUowing  aUe'p:ation9: 

That  her  decet)ent  was  a  dti^ien  of  the  Unitt^d  States,  real  ding  in  St.  Mary  County, 
Md,,  during  the  late  war  for  the  suppression  of  the  rebellion;  that  at  different  times 
during?  said  period  tl\e  United  Stat^  military  furces,  by  proper  authority,  took  from 
hrtij  paf^turage  for  320  mules  and  hori^ttf  for  two  weeks ^  at  $^,r»0  iser  week  enefj,  on  a 
farm  liiJleii  '*  Hivertoi^/^  on  Point  Ltxpkout,  Md.,  amonnting  to  tbe  sum  of  ^2/i40* 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence  and  after  coniidering  the  oriefs  and  ar^ujnents  of 
comiael  on  both  sid^,  makes  the  following 

FINDING    OF   FACTT. 


During  the  war  for  the  sappresalon  of  the  ret^ethon,  the  military  foitMsfl  of  the 
United  States,  liy  proper  authority,  pastured  on  tlie  farm  of  the  claimant's  decedent 
on  Point  Lookout,  Md.^  horses  aJid  mutes  ae  aet  forth  in  the  fiettiion.  Such  paatui^ 
age  was  then  and  there  reasonabiv  worth  the  j^uni  of  ten  hundred  and  fifty  dotUrs 

No  payment  appears  to  have  been  made  therefor. 

By  TttK  COtJBT* 

Filed  February  IS,  1907, 


A  true  copy* 
T&ft  this  17tb 
[siuu] 


day  of  Decainber^  1007. 


JoRX  RiNDOLra, 

tU  Clerk  CifuH  of  CUiiifiM, 


SOTHCSoHOBBaB,  I  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES,  j  Document 
ist  SMsian.     )  (    No.  391. 


LIST  OF  CONGRESSIONAL  OASES  DISMISSED  BY  COURT  OF  CLAIMS, 
ON  MOTION  OF  DEFENDANTS  JANUARY-MAY,  1907. 


IiBTTSB  FBOM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLESE  OF  THE  C0T7BT  OF  OLAIMB 
TBAHSMITTnrG  A  LIST  OF  CONGBESSIONAIi  CASES  DISMISSED 
OV  KOTIOET  OF  THE  DEFENDANTS. 


19, 1907.—  Beferred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 
printed. 


Court  of  Claims, 
Washington^  D.  CI,  December  18^  1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court  of  December  13,  1907, 1 
transmit  herewith  a  list  of  Congressional  cases  dismissed  on  motion  of 
the  defendants  on  the  dates  set  opposite  their  respective  names. 
Very  respectfully, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims* 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


IaM  of  Oongresnonal  cases  dismissed  on  defendants*  motion  on  the  dates  set  opposite  iheif 

renpedire  names. 


Na 


565 

4743 
.M02 
10970 
11252 
11875 


Name. 


Date. 


Feb.   4,  1907 
Apr.    8,  1907 


Alfred  8.  Green 

Mary  E.  Sopher 

Jnlia  HoUlngshead j  Mar.18,  1907 

AlbertLewls Jan.    7,  1907 

T.L.  AndrewB May   6,  1907 

Samuel  EdmoDBon May  18,  1907 


By  THB  Court. 
A  true  copy: 

Test  this  17th  day  of  December,  1907. 

[sKALb}  John  Randolph, 

Assistant  CUrh  Court  of  CtaimL 


60th  Co^jqhesb,  I 


HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES. 


UMMIIT 


LIST    OF    CONORE^PTONAIi    CASES    DTSCONTlNUFrD    BT    rOFllT    Of 
CLAIMS  OM  CLAIMANT'S  MOTION,  DECEMBER,  IflOli-OCrOBEB,  1IM>7, 


LETTER  FROM  THE  ASSISTANT  GIiERE  OF  THE  COmiT  OF  CLAHtB 
TRANSIOTTING  A  UST  OF  CONORESSIONAIi  CASES  DISGOH* 
TINUED  ON  CLATMANTT^S  MOTION* 


DsQEMBsa  19, 1907,— Beter red  to  the  Canimlttee  an  War  Glalina  and  ordered  to 

be  printed. 


Court  or  Clatmi, 
Waskingfon,  D.  0,,  Deeemher  18, 1907, 
Sm;  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court  of  December  13,  1907, 1 
transmit  herewitli  a  list  of  Congressional  cases  discontinued  on  claim- 
ant's motion,  ^'hich  discontinuance  is  herewith  certified  upon  motioE 
of  defendants. 

Very  respectfully, 

John  Randolph, 
Asnatani  Clerk  Court  of  ClaimM* 
Hon.  Joseph  Q.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  Home  of  Representative* 


J 


List  of  Congressional  cases  discontinued  on  claimanVs  motion,  on  the  imtei  9ei 
opposite  their  respective  names. 


^t>. 


12150—  2fl 
UWJ—  28 
13169—  30 
mm—  42 
13169—  47 
iaifl9— M 
I2}m-  fl7 
12J69—  72 
12160—  79 
121(19—120 
12ie^l3fi 
12169—142 
12160— 1«1 


K«me^ 


Dennlfi  Pride., 

John  C  C-ftiMpbeU  .»,h 
Welford  EL  CaHer.... 
Ple«ftn6  A.  C(whoT»**, 
Ja-N  F.  BoTjaiioo..-.-- 
Kti/nbt'th  BArne«..**H 
Eil£Abcai  Goodlb  .... 
M  iuerra  A .  HAmmern 
Ju.  ^.Ha^^klns , 

MI14?aM.  Meodowi... 
Edwin  W,  Papic  „., 

Nimh  H.  Pimtt.. , 

Alonio  P.  Stevens.. >. 


Feb. 
Jan. 
IXc. 

JatL. 
Apr. 
Oct* 


24,1901 

miioi 
2i,i«J 

21,19OT 

17.  i9m 
xi.ifliir 

a,  1907 


A  true  copy. 

Test  this  17tli  day  of  December,  1907. 

[8EAL.J 


Bt  ths  Oousti 


JoRif  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Cowri  of  Ctaittu. 


60thC!onobe88,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES-  (Document 
l9t  Session,      j  1   No.  393. 


LIST  OF  CONGRESSIONAL  CASES  DISMISSED  ON  LOYALTY  BY  COURT 
OF  CLAIMS,  DECEMBER,  1906-NOVEMBER,  11K)7. 


LETTER  FROM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLERK  OF  THE  COURT  OF  CLAIMS 
TRANSMITTING  A  LIST  OF  CONGRESSIONAL  CASES  DISMISSED 
ON  LOTALTT. 


Decbmbeb  19,  1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered 

to  be  printed. 


Court  or  Claims, 
Washington^  D.  C.^  December  18^  1907. 

Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court  of  December  13,  1907,  I 
transmit  herewith  a  list  of  Congressional  cases  dismissed  on  loyalty 
on  the  dates  set  opposite  their  respective  names  on  motion  of  the 
defendants. 

Very  respectfully,  John  Ranix)lph, 

Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


List  of  Congressional  cases  dismissed  on  loyalty  on  the  dates  set  opposite  their 

respective  names. 


No. 


Name. 


Data. 


666 

S646 
8560 

4687 

4698 

6167 

6109 

6178 

6856 

7429 

7488 

9768 

9980 

9989 

10144 

10678 

US18 

12671 


Wlllinm  Witherspoon 

Asa  B.  Daniel 

Robert  W.  Davia 

Henry  J.  Barter 

James  Horton 

William  Preacher 

WillUm  M.  Dowling . 

Ridgon  Peeles 

John  W.  Koen 

James  O.  Ford 

Jas.  W.  Wilkinson.... 
Montffomer  P.  Asher. 
Sylyanus  Sanford  — 
Anna  M.  Coleman — 

Jacob  Crusen 

Archibald  W.  Overton 
Richard  P.  Perkins... 
William  H.  Parham . . 


Dec.  24,1906 
Nov.  4,1907 
Dec.  24,1906 
Feb.  4,1907 
Jan.  28,1907 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 
Feb.  26,1907 
Jan.  7,1907 
Dec.  24,1906 
Nov.  11,1907 

.Do. 
Dec.  17,1906 
Feb.  11,1907 
Nov.  U,1907 
Mar.  11,1907 
Not.  4,1907 


A  tme  copy. 

Ttest  this  17th  day  of  December,  1907, 

[BKAL.] 


Bt  the  Goubt. 


John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 


COthOongbbss,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  (Document 
1st  Session.      )  (No.  394. 


LIST  OF  CONGRESSIONAL  CASES  DISMISSED  BY  COURT 
OF  CLAIMS  FOR  NONPROSECUTION  MAY  13,  1907. 


LETTER  FBOM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLERK  OF  THE  COURT  OF  CLAIMS 
TRANSMITTING  A  LIST  OF  CONGRESSIONAL  CASES  DISMISSED 
ON  MOTION  OF  DEFENDANTS  MAY  13,  1907. 


Dbcsmbbb  19,  1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  of  Claims, 
Washington,  D.  C,  December  18,  1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court  of  December  14,  1907,  I 
transmit  herewith  a  list  of  Congressional  cases  dismissed  on  motion 
of  the  defendants  May  13,  1907,  for  nonprosecution. 
Very  respectfully, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representaiives. 


[Court  of  Claims.    Congressional,  No.  184.    Joseph  U  Olover  «.  The  United  States.] 
MOTION   TO  CERTIFY. 

Oomee  now  the  United  States,  by  the  Attorney-General,  and  moves  the  court  to 
certify,  as  provided  by  law,  the  above-entitled  case,  and  all  other  cases  appearing 
upon  the  attached  list,  to  the  House  of  Congress  from  which  they  were  onginally 
referred  to  this  court,  the  same  having  been  dismissed  for  want  of  prosecution. 

John  Q.  Thompson, 
Actiiiy  Amstant  Attorney-General. 
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CONOBE6SIONAL.   GASES  DISMISSED  BY   COTJBT  OF   CLAIMS. 

CongresnoTuU  cases  dismissed  for  want  of  prosecution  May  IS,  1907. 


No. 

Name. 

No. 

Name. 

184 

Joseph  L.  Glover. 

2253 

Joslah  Hatcher. 

187 

George  U.  Houghton. 

2254 

A.  L.  Hawkins. 

309 

Alexander  Askew. 

2255 

James  Breeding. 

435 

J.  Madison  WeUs. 

2256 

£.  A.  Edmunds. 

820 

Mary  Smith. 
A.  S.  Rogers. 
James  M.  Green. 

2259 

J.  C.  Ooir. 

663 

2260 

Garland  Fort. 

001 

John  Bantin. 

e2i 

J.  Harleston  Read. 

2263 

Charles  B.  Edmonds. 

640 

George  W.  Howell. 

2264 

Asa  Y.  EUifc 

666 

Mary  A.  Vernon. 

2266 

E.  G.  Evans. 

747 

Mary  E.  Selser  and  John  E.  S-iser. 
A.  H.  AUrey. 
Henry  Williams. 
Martha  A.  Gibbs. 

2266 

Mary  J.  Everett. 

766 

2267 

Nancv  W.  Ferria. 
Josepn  Browning. 
Joslah  W.  Bland! 

820 
827 

2268 
2260 

866 

Mary  J.  LIttlepage.                                         | 

2270 

John  McCrocklin. 

804 

Gilliam  Jackson. 

2271 

M.  F.  Grady. 

013 

Jefferson  Dmiklin. 

2272 

John  Bishop. 
W.  B.  Farris. 

984 

John  N.  Bamett. 

2273 

993 

Thomas  0.  Henley. 

2274 

E.  B.  Craln. 

1003 

William  McFarlan. 

2276 

James  E.  Browning- 

1160 

James  C.  Cain. 

2278 

Jesse  A.  Curd. 

1170 

Elizabeth  Fenn. 

2279 

1178 

David  Dodd. 

2282 

Larkin  Fain. 

1280 

John  J.  Henshaw. 

2283 

Eliza  C.  Snoddy. 

1429 

John  B.  Edwards. 

2284 

Harriet  L.  Wooten. 

1674 

Leroy  Cox. 

2287 

W.  J.  Gray. 
John  G.  Will. 

1685 

Solomon  Block. 

2288 

1614 

Thomas  0.  Sittington. 

2289 

L.  D.  Gresham. 

1696 

Howell  Taylor. 

2290 

John  V.  Dean. 

1708 

William  Young. 

2291 

Jeremiah  S.  Dean. 

1708 

Louise  Merriwether. 

2292 

Stephen  Deweese. 

1729 

Parilee  Pile. 

2293 

Isaac  B.  Conrad. 

1761 

James  H.  French. 

2294 

Jones  Barlow. 

1773 

Oscar  E.  Harris. 

2295 

Drewry  Allen. 

1782 

William  A.  Mathers. 

2296 

William  H.  Asher. 

1784 

Robert  S.  Lacey. 
Jennie  R.  Hassler. 

2297 

James  Armstrong. 

1787 

2298 

Benedict  M.  Swope. 

1793 

Wm.  L.  Whitfield. 

2299 

Margaret  Van  Meter. 

1811 

John  8.  Gentle. 

2300 

Elijah  I.  Wickware. 

1816 

R.  D.  Goodwyn. 

2301 

James  Wood. 

1862 

Franklin  Whaley. 

2303 

Estate  of  John  Wilson. 

1963 

Estella  Chidester. 

2304 

J.  E.  Whitney. 

Estate  of  B.  D.  Yarbrough. 

2008 

C.  H.  Witt. 

2305 

2013 

John  H.  Wolley. 

2306 

J.  N.  Moore. 

2034 
2085 

J.  F.  Peck. 
G.  W.  Herd. 

2308 
2309 

Henry  U.  Lowery. 
S.L.  leech. 

2066 

John  Patton. 

2311 

Meredith  Kimbrough. 

2087 

T.  n.  Pool. 

2312 

James  E.  Kevll. 

20S8 

F.  W.  I'ickcring. 

2313 

Georee  S.  Jones. 

20«9 

A.  Wood. 

2314  1  W.  L.  Kirabrough. 

2090 

Wiley  Baker.                                                    , 

23 If.  i  S.  R.  Harlev. 

2091 

A.  J.  Drennan. 

2319  '  W.  C.  HowArd. 

2134 

Charlofl  R.  Allen. 

2320     Groves  Howard. 

2ir> 

P.  B.  .\  lien 8 worth. 

2321     David  Hopper. 

213« 

Charles  H.  Allen. 

2322     William  Barnett. 

2139 

John  Haynes. 
Jas.  H.  Oreg«.rv. 

2323     M.  T.  Branner. 

2140 

2.324  I  .lames  Baiigh. 

2151 

Stisannnli  llimlv. 

2.32.5     William  Bra/^^ton. 

2161 

Mary  ('hj»m»'«'ri;iiii. 

2:i2(>  1   Pavton  A.  Cooke. 

2162 

Thoinas  .I(»lins(>n. 

2.3-27     S.  U.  Clark. 

2164 

George  E.  Cox. 

2328     S.  B.  Hunter. 

2176 

(leorge  W.  Anderson. 

2329     Eliza  Hunter. 

222,3 

Marv  .f.  Barrou. 

2330     JohnC.  Hamilton. 

2229      W.  v.  Vail   VimIhIo. 

2:i31     Willinm  Hove. 

2232     WilliHin  Cmrp". 

2:i,32     ArchibjJlrl  C.  Hava. 

22,^? 

l)iini«^l  K.  Horn. 

2.^3,3     .Iac(^b  Hubbard. 

2235 

.1.  W.  Hutcliinson. 

2,3.34  ■■  I).  K.  Havcroft. 

2236 

Ih)wanl  T.  leniiing-^. 

2:U-)     Wm.  A.  Glenn. 

'2237 

D.  T.  K<itip. 

2.'i;i»»  1  Kst.ite  of  Amanda  Goggin. 

223S 

C.  R.  M.Dow.'ll. 

23,37  !  William  Gosson. 

2240 

.Tos«'|>li  Millrr. 

2,^3S     Geo.  W.  (J ray. 

2241 

Sarjjh  .1.  My«Ms. 

2339     John  Glenn. 

2242 

.Jaim-s  II.  M<vk. 

2340      F.  M.  Glenn. 

2243 

William  Nichols. 

2342     R.  E.  Finch. 

2244 

R.  <;.  I'ierc*'. 

2,343     Martin  Ford. 

2245 

.Tolin  T.  Porter. 

2344      L.  S.  Forlinc. 

224() 

William  Rueker. 

2345  '  F.  M.  Fnuch. 

2247     Jolm  (J.  Snow. 

2,34<-.     John  B.  Bland. 

2248     Jolm  1).  Smith. 

1    2347     James  T.  Brown. 

224^     Edward  Sponror. 

1    2349      Daniel  WatM>M 

•"^  .  John  H.Swift. 

1    2,^5l  1  W  .  K.  Quis.vnbury. 

'  '  Jamea  R.  Sochivst. 

23,'>3  1  Rolx^rt  Pavne. 

Nelson  Wilson.                                                1 

i    2354 

Thomas  J.  Peck. 

OOKGBESSIONAL  CASES   DISMISSED   BY   COURT   OF   CLAIMS.  3 

Congressional  cases  dismissed  for  tuant  of  prosecution  May  IS,  1907 — Continued. 


N<>> 


Kame. 


3171 

aire 

3X7T 
3380 


33frl 


3M4 


mm 
:moi 

2404 

2407 
240S 
240& 

3411 
74J2 
m4 
'J4«H 

14m 

343i 

3«J0 
2161 
a4(Vl 

34t« 
3460 
2470 
347^ 
34J4 
3475 
3477 
247!i 
34N1 
34£2 
3483 
MM 
M» 
30? 
S«0 
M»L 


Ettwaoi)  flitnknit^ 
W.  A,  rc^ttlt, 

Entate  of  Mariii  Lh  J*  met  or. 

BeoL  O'Ne&J. 
Noali  Naiu». 
D.  B.  Twylor. 
WUscrn  Tier, 

FraLtik  H.  Smith ^ 

Estate  of  John  Plnu^hter. 

W.  C.  Martin. 

Ifarj  A.  McFHil^nd. 

JunfEi  MLHT^IurB. 

Dnvld  Nfn-in. 

lib Jij>i field  SniniLi^is^ 

Sandere  4i  Mi^Klvftln. 

EnoB  Ray  and  John  W.  R117, 

J<»hti  HotnlrjirtnTi, 

Eidley  &  6ljr>w<  rs. 
J&Tn^s  Crowder;*. 
Cpcwj  C  CtUtWlHKL 
J,  13.  Coviu^on* 
F.  Conway. 

B.  F,  CimlieLL 
W.  M.  Crow. 
Lewti  Cartor. 
WUllAm  CochniK 
jAtna*  0«  Addiii'^. 
J«ifenoii  C  Ajth(<i*, 
William  P.  Dodd, 
Delawam  Daw|(<y. 
<i.  W.  Denning 
Jameji  T.  EwTijg. 

;  John  H.  Ewintf  *' 
'  FhUip  Fl^lmoibi^n. 
I  Martin  K*Jwiir<j!i. 

J,  M^  lilJmund^. 

Eaiate  of  Jfamrs  E^  itna. 

J«e«e  Eltaorip, 
I  W.  E.  ForBytli. 
,  WlUiam  FttznatricJc 

J.  A.  FleKJiAT. 

W.J.  Saling. 

Naner  J.  H*yird. 

B^ibpaict  J.  Adflm».p 

PattoTi  Al#* tender. 

Johti  ADderEKjn, 

WkUUn]  AHjtsrt. 
*  (f*on5P  W*  A^'cll- 
.  Thompson  M.  Arnolds 

David  W.  Alk-n. 

John  D,  Alc3^iii]'li  f. 

WlUEaro  BiinihulL 

Margant  O.  Uoard^ 
,  Heniy  Bluid. 
I  WatwoC,  Bethfit. 
I  EdoT}  Brafthivr- 

John  Bi'wiey. 

Mur\tfl  X,  Be*  Ify* 

Erifvh  BfSTry, 

William  R.  Bin  kfltt, 

BdwM.rd  Beeic^ii. 

Jam««  M-  Brown. 

W.  H.  lii^niiB. 

Frank  BfiOttiELn. 

John  Biivnc. 

Nanrv  B^tty. 

Daniel  E.  Biackmaa. 

Satnupl  BuBoti- 

iluTy  Bitrrod. 

C.  B.  Dflki^r, 
John  Bid  well. 
WiiUatn  A.  Hobtttmoib 
J.  A.  Barr. 


Nain«. 


2501     P*tor  Baln(yr. 
a-'JOfl     Henry  C,  Byl^e^^ 
J503     Pft*r  ntirrwll. 
2504     W.  T,  Bnah. 
2506  '  Sfluuiel  BnuJit. 
JiOfp     K.  F,  Beattle, 
2^)7     W.J.  Burd. 
Js-WS    WUhflJn  Bndiftfuin, 
2.^     Jrtrat's  fV  Bunon. 

2510  FoimljnrU.  Bun  on. 

2511  F    M    UnTtnn. 

2513     K^ijit*- or  liftmen  Botlon* 
2516      IJt'i^i'ki:ih  iiowcn. 
251S     E'urks  D.  Uritlon. 
2519     Yt'hfTton  CowhtTd* 
25:24     J.  Mflii!<on  WoIIa. 
2560     Winiiie  WlLMumfk. 

3600  Benj,  B.  \IUm. 

3601  Edward  AlL^orn, 
2602    Acton  Arhu?rmaii. 
SefW     Fradenple  Andjpsd, 
3604  I  J(  rrv  Adiiuns, 
3606     C  \V\  AdiLTUM, 
21^     Joht)  BauKhirijirv 
3007     hvnl  V.  Brvttiit. 
3608     W.  II.  Bcrty. 

2009  Nan.v  Bnlihltt, 

2010  Felix  Bniu^. 
2&U     John  Bu^rnhLlT. 

2(j32     AndyrannrrT»nHli:iW* 
2613     LflH^bCarL^r. 

3616  Jowph  Cntft. 
seta     Bfjnneit  Ctoyd. 

3617  rhiirltjaCl*rV. 
261S  Edward  Crimi, 
3619     John  Cmt^^hpr. 

3A31     Evehn  R.  Cr^suitord- 
3699     H^nry  Clj^stU. 

3623  WUtiam  Jl.  rnio. 

3624  W.  H.Connr-r. 
2&2&     Jilll«t  Cotton 
aSW    Juniu  Cohlin*'. 
30S7     FArkZlA^m  CallnWfiy, 
3608     BqnlnsM.  Clnrh. 
3030     MathAwM.  L'hirl.:. 
36at     Bamitel  L.  ramplinn. 
'Jfm     E.  FI,  Cnnhiimn. 
3b3:i    B.  L.  Co3C. 

2034     Wimam  CampLwlL 
3635     Walter  Cl^rot'O*. 
2^6     Aarun  Ckuient^. 
3637    JuliA  A.  Cannon. 
2G38     Joshua  W*  Colli  oa. 

PKtli^no^  D.  ChiipmaiL 
364D     Ellzjdbeth  Cnid^lotrk. 
3641     Foautflin  F,  CuTuliff. 
2643     GeoTgB  E*  Coop-^r, 
3613    Joh.n  i>.  Dawa4>ii. 
3644    Junti«  F.  Duwton, 
3640     Anioa  Davlji. 
3646    T.  H,  DavtoA. 
2647    Walter  Danny^ 

Dftnl«]  Brltton. 

thtanfuJ*  Drury, 

3660  Jaoe  H.  Davlj>. 

3661  EUrjibetb  Deniiirva. 
J.  W.  Bflnton. 
A.  C.  DaTidBon. 

365$     WlUtam  L.  Dodnon. 

3656  J.  E,  Durtiftin. 

3657  WLLUam  D«nham^ 
Sanford  E.  DuthAnu 
wmiam  W.  Davta. 
Tbomaa  DIUoil 
Junoa  Davla, 

9603    Coopor  Dunn. 
3064     T.  JT  DUkhay. 

fiUaha  T.  Drana. 
3066    Chaitefl  D«lwl. 
3667     HUkprrDawvpai, 

R.  IL  EagllPh. 

Jobn  EnglltUi, 
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Ko. 

Narnn. 

Nfl. 

SlAine.                              1 

3S71 

WilHwii  W.  EUlott. 

JT9ft 

John  A.  HATdesty. 

im 

J.  J.  EUlott. 

^00 

WlUtiim  and  Theodfirv  B.  ifatiliiifta. 

m* 

Isojui^  H.  Edwurdii. 

smi 

iMUJr  ,1      UilhJl. 

3ST5 

Abtjer  D.  Eh?IJ. 

3S03 

iJinijiiuin  fljiialllou. 

UfttUdjk  Inicruu,                                          ■ 

Johtt  W.  labiuti.                                         ■ 

wm 

Wyiiam  W,  EcijIi^ilL 

3804 

xn 

Jam^a  B,  Fu^ltt. 

2805 

mm 

W.D.  Fuller. 

2800 

Dftfld  A.jMaie,                                       J 

mn 

W,  W.  Foster. 

2flW7 

Ooorgtf^  Johnson.                                 ^Jt 

»^ 

0.  W.  ForPBHt. 

aais 

A  llred  Jeakln«.                                    ^^H 

3083 

Jaoies  rt,  Floyd* 

2800 

Ind^lnh  Jatum.                                         ^^^1 

mi 

Henry  P.  Floyd. 
John  Ff^EjtOJi. 

2810 

W.  F.  JonrA                                          ^^H 

36Sa 

2SU 

Thomas  F  Jenkins.                             ^^^1 

WSJ 

James  W,  Fouclier. 

2812 

E  (J  wi^rd  M .  J  ohHEioa.                       ^^H 

2m 

Heary  a.  Fowler. 

3S13 

Jantna  F.  Jonc»^                                   ^^H 

9091 

U  Green* 

asis 

wmi^m  JfnntngK                              ^^H 

2m 

Thomn*  U.  QeoghegiO, 

2816 

J,  J.  Jdluucin.                                 ^^H 

3fi»a 

W.  L.  orit. 

:M*17 

WUiiamJolby.                                   ^^M 

3006 

Jowpb  Givmw- 

2S1S 

JameH  Ja^pt^T.                                    ^^^1 

afloo 

38lfl 

R.L.  JoLby.                                          ^^M 

a«)7     Pftt*rR.  alTKHfc                                                 1 

3S30 

Uol^rt  F.  Jnttuv^^u.                             ^^^1 

30^ 

Hirdett  Ooflaott, 

2W^1 

N.  T.  Johnson                                   ^^^1 

^00 

R   E,  GiirviiL 

Sffi-J 

MjLrv  Joncd.                                        ^^H 

S7U1 

Bust  W.  Grilfia- 

2833 

Mi^nhjUl  ^«y.                                  ^H 

aroa 

Eiiftfi  OftddlflL 

2K!4 

3703 

Saniunl  Govftl. 

2KS 

Jiie«  KrlJy.                                         ^H 

.    aroi 

E.  B.  Oanrtn. 

as-jo 

Slmoii  T.  K1IM7                                    ^^^1 

vm 

JohllW,  Ooff. 

2827 

Mrfl.  E.  B.  Iv«  imc^                            ^^M 

1701 

Barooil  B.  OosM?tt, 

2ftW 

WULlam  A.  Ktbbjr.                               ^^H 

ftW 

jAtnsi  J.  Ore*fi. 

2SJ9 

R.T.  R  Ki-ll),                                      ^H 

STW 

P^tricsk  Omenpic. 

2*40 

OUvvr  Kittle V                                       ^^M 

arm 

Ovoigo  FiragUenlL 
TfaomflsJ,  Firth. 

2831 

3711 

3«« 

Jftoob  Klottor                                  ^^H 

27L1 

John  QriffirLH 

3833 

Hormao  Korfh»(;ti.                            ^^H 

2714 

Marcus  O.  tUmntt. 

2S3i 

John  ELncald.                                     ^^H 

_             27]A 

MoTitrosfi  Qrahain. 

3S55 

m            2710 

*^.  ort  Gray. 

John  R,  cfflth right. 

2836 

Cli^mf^nUni;  Klru'ltild,                           ^^H 

■ 

2S37 

Calvin  KtiykrmWM^                           ^^^1 

^^^   2721 

Jaiuea  Otithrlr. 

2sng 

James  KenduU                                      ^^^1 

^^^^^m*WS^ 

Aiitvd  O.  Fwrson. 

3840 

Rohert  Keuiiisly.                              ^^H 

^^^^H'3t744 

T.  J.  AlUnitt. 

3841 

John  S.  t^kwikf.                                ^^H 

^^^^F  374A 

S*rjiH  J.  BiPhftTd. 

3842 

JemUfl  Loe^fi-                                   ^^H 

■          3748 

WtUiam  Dutf. 

aN3 

A.  n,  hAcity                                    ^^M 

■           3749 

WlUUwn  A.  East  on. 

SK 

■           3750 

GflOtgftW.  FUtier. 

3840 

D.  M.  Lyon                                         ^^M 

■           37S1 

Sa*aQ  A.  Frenpb, 

3847 

WLLUam  A.  U«.                                            ^ 

■           27&Z 

J.  B.  FisHftt. 

284S 

John  H.  Loirln,                                             ■ 

K^        375a  \ 

y,   A    ^™^tA 

3451 

John  A.  Lrwrid^i,                                   ' 
John  C.  Love. 

^        3754 

T.  J.  Hiatt. 

2kS2 

3765 

No(Ui  nundl^y. 

2fC>T 

John  B.  I^Ht*r 

37*^7 

Johu  noUandn 

24«i 

EflUto  of  John  W.  La  TtlM. 

3750 

Alr-xonder  Hopkins. 

2855 

J««n  V.  La  nor. 

2700 

John  N.  nugtiply. 

2850 

Cmwiord  Ly*.nft. 

3701 

Mary  Hi-ope. 

285* 

John  r.  L»w»a. 

3702 

a«c»K«  nartlriH 

£&,% 

Bamh  M:irM. 

aTia 

OmiEo  Hite. 

^l 

J.  M.MKHlaod, 

37«0 

Jam«i  M.  Hainjltou. 

3803 

John  W.  Mar«n. 

3708 

l^wEa  Hnydon. 

2W">-S 

AMMrlJfLnW. 

270O 

jAniMW.Hft]!. 

28(ij 

Safnin^l  J-  MooTT. 

3770 

AJpiander  Hodge  p. 

2900 

Goor]grN.Mit<^bHl. 

3771 

asoT 

Joha  Mershom. 

3772 

Estat*  of  Oovpy  ITocnJ, 

280« 

H*nry  T.  Monlford, 

3773 

Aaron  Ham«, 

3«sfi 

Adam  hflddleton. 

3774 

2870 

John  Mosa. 

3775 

D.  N,  ntjnt*r. 

3871 

Z»eh»riab  tl  MriTttt. 

3776 

B.  P.  H^ndrtclt*. 

2573 

J.H.  Mnddox 

3777 

J«np*H.  Hunter. 

2R74 

Edwin  lfoon\ 

3778 

Hotjcrt  Holbrtjok. 

2875 

Dan  Id  Uw(V 

3781 

RobKCA  Hpmdon. 

3870 

liarrtet  F.  Uutr4L 

37sa 

E.  D.  Bolder. 

WTT 

Barney  C  WrKiniwy, 

378;^ 

KiuslAh  BiMfheit, 

387tt 

Samuel  O.  MrMakliL 

37SS 

3880 

CbarlM  C.  llorrta. 

3796 

CilvliiHug!u.A. 

asBi 

J.  K,  Maddux. 

37S7 

sirs.r"'"- 

J»tt>pfl  Merry. 

3883 

J.  B.  lUnhaU, 

Chirlen  Tlaft. 

tt84 

%utTJSSi. 

'3310 

Rftchi^l  lliidison. 

3B8G 

3799 

James  Hazr-lwoo^I. 

3B8ft 

2792 

Swfloin  Tiiitc-hfirson. 

8W 

27W 

Bot«rt  Htndji!«.n. 

3flB 

J.  11  Mirmn 

a7«& 

Jc««  Harlow. 

3M0 

ThomaiM   Miller. 

3m 

WfllUm  ».  Illtk'* 

38il 

FWdUw  M^^FTifliM. 

am 

Aistutua  h,  lUylcn 
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No. 

Name. 

No. 

Name. 

2883 

Jabes  S.  IfcCay. 

2995  I  Almy  M.  Sturam. 

2996  Wimam  C.  Simmons 

2804 

DaTid  0.  liiiler. 

2806 

Cyrus  D.  Miller. 

2997  1  J.  P.  Stateler. 

2897 

Jeff  IfcOinniss. 

2998     T.  M.  Sinclair. 

2806 

WiUlam  llcCarley. 

3000     David  Smith. 

2000 

Albert  Moivan. 

Mrs.  E.  V.  MoOlosson. 

3003     Matthias  J.  Sphere. 
3007  ,  Ogden  W.  Stilej.. 

2001 

2008 

Henrv  B.  Moore. 
Ferdhiand  H.  McQehea, 

3010    oesse  L.  Shacklett. 

2004 

3011     Robert  Sims. 

2006 

Beverly  Mann. 

3012    Samuel  Stith. 

2007 

William  M.  Nolan. 

3013    Jessie  J.  Stith. 

2008 

MUes  W.  Niokles. 

3014     Samuel  Stith. 

2000 

Jordan  Neal. 

3015     N.A.Smith. 

2010 

Samuel  H.  Neal. 

3019 

Milton  Stith. 

2011 

Bryant  Y.  Neal. 

3020 

Munson  0.  Stith. 

2012 

R.  W.  Hewitt. 

3021 

W.  H.  Scrivener. 

2013 

John  Newman. 

3025 

Lytle  P.  Schooler. 
B\  M.  Sailer. 

2014 

Howard  Newman. 

3028 

2015 

B.  W.  Nichoils. 

3029 

EUjah  H.  Smith. 

2010 

Lewis  H.  NaU. 

3030 

Samuel  Shannon. 

2018 

Andrew  J.  Nail. 

3031 

Isaac  Smith. 

2019 

OeoiKe  W.  Neafuss. 

3032 

Richard  Survant. 

2920 

Thomas  H.  Ritchie. 

3033 

Lucy  A.  Scott. 

2921 

Joseph  M.  Owens. 

3034 

George  Sogesser. 
MUtonG.Sewall. 

2024 

John  Owens. 

3035 

2025 

John  Owens. 

3036 

Silas  Shepherd. 
George  W.  Smith. 

2026 

John  M.  Owens 

3037 

2030 

Theodore  O'Brien. 

3038 

Benjamin  W.  Sloaii. 

2082 

John  Osbom. 

3039 

Coleman  Stigell. 
Samuel  Smith. 

2033 

William  Hogden. 

3041 

2084 

Allen  Ouran. 

3042 

John  Stocksdell. 

2085 

W.  D.  Owen. 

3043 

John  0.  Smith. 

2836 

Thomas  J.  Owen. 

3044 

Ferryman  M.  Smith. 

2037 

Franklin  Overstrt«t. 

3045 

Lucy  S.  Stark. 
William  Simmons, 

2038 

WUliam  F.  Patterson. 

3046 

2930 

Underwood  R.  Payne. 

3048 

Pinkney  Spraggins. 

2940 

Jesse  Peters. 

3049 

George  W.  Sweeny. 
Lee  Tharp. 

2041 

8.  M.  Pipes. 

3051 

2942 

Thomas  C.  Prewett. 

3052 

N.  B.  Thomas. 

2043 

Jesse  8.  Pediffo. 
Antoynette  Payee. 

3055 

John  W.  Tharpy. 

2944 

3056 

John  M.  Taylor. 

2945 

J.  W.  Pace. 

3057 

James  M.  Trent. 

2946 

James  A.  PoweU. 

3058 

WiUiam  Tatum. 

2947 

Jefferson  H.  Poynter. 

3062 

Nathaniel  G.  Thomas. 

JH8 

Frederick  W.Prather. 

3064 

E.  P.  Tuley. 

2949 

Reuben  Porter. 

3065 

James  Thumian. 

2950 

WiUiam  Pollard. 

3066 

Jacob  Tarter. 

2965 

B.  U.  Patterson. 

3068 

J.  H.  Todd. 

2956 

John  R.  Perry. 

3069 

Estate  of  George  W.  Thonipklns. 
Ann  S.  Tradlock. 

2957 

3070 

2068 

WiUiam  Patterson. 

3075 

James  Vincent. 

2959 

T.  W.  Patton. 

3076 

Luclnda  Vanhook. 

2900 

Benjamin  Piles. 
Rodman  Prewett. 

3077 

Thomas  Vowels. 

2961 

3078 

John  W.  Vance. 

2962 

Edward  Pinkston. 

3079 

Samuel  M.  Vititon. 

2963 

Alonzo  Park. 

3060 

David  Watts,  jr. 

2964 

Henry  K,  Pusey. 

3081 

David  Watts,  sr. 

2966 

Hiram  Roberts. 

3063 

Nathan  Warren. 

2968 

John  F.  Russell. 

3064 

Daniel  M.  Williams. 

2909 

SUas  Radford. 

3085 

W.  E.  Waller. 

2970 

Robert  Richardson. 

3066 

William  F.  Warren. 

29n 

J.  L.  Reynolds. 
Joseph  Robinson. 

3087 

William  Wells. 

2974 

3088 

Andrew  Walters. 

2975 

George  L.  Rogers. 

3092 

John  G.  Wade. 

2976 

William  Robinson. 

3093 

Thomas  Welsh. 

29n 

EUzabeth  Rawlings. 

3094 

Garland  Williams. 

2978 

J.  K.  Rosson. 

3095 

Sarah  Wells. 

2979 

Enoch  B.  Reiser. 

3096 

Braddock  Withers. 

2960 

Jacob  Robey. 
Isaac  Rickett. 

3098 

James  Wilson. 

2961 

3099 

S.  H.  Webster. 

2082 

Thomas  J.  Robinson. 

3101 

J.  G.  Webb. 

2963 

Peter  Ryan. 

3102 

Catherine  E.  Washington. 

2064    John  E.  Robertson. 

3103 

Richard  Walthen. 

2985    James  Richardson. 

3105 

Thomas  Wooldridge. 

2066     Qeorge  W.  Riddle. 

3106 

Martha  A.  Walker. 

2067  ;  Heirs  of  Paschal  Rotise. 

3112 

Thomas  Yates. 

2988  '  WOliam  F.  Rees. 

3113 

Charles  W.  Yager. 

2980  ;  Paschal  Rocker. 

3114 

James  Yoweli. 

290O  1  Harrison  Roberts. 

3115 

Jackson  Young. 

2001 

Butler  Stonestreet. 

3117 

WiUiam  Young. 

2002 

J.  W.  Sdioeffer.  . 

3119 

Matilda  Yocum. 

3127 

V.  B.  Walker. 

2004 

StepliaoSeobea. 

3132 

.  J.  A.  J.  Perry. 

miK? 


UWll. 

.  I.  Pric*. 

lulh«'rford. 

,  V  .11 1  W'HfiliJe, 
,1    ;,at  \VhHin»y. 

«OTfi  SmHh. 
John  A.  lUtiwntaK 


61i"vid  Alf!Hini4(ir 


^d«[L 


Joiin  Flitter 

SlUfib^th  JolinA 
M*tti«w  httw. 

luitjifl  poll  V  I*. 
Jon  Till  W,  I^vcjvU. 

iaiii(*.*i  f^   Wo<?d«. 
IhJirliui  R.  OTVfor^r. 

WIIHMUf    *     W  FUJI. 


Bls^phpo.  Ma8niij|ElU. 

Jotm  Brookit. 
Ajidrew  M.  D«TI«. 
Robert  Qnv«*. 
lA^ac  N,  Fuller 
AJlen  WooI0¥h 
Uartln  G.  WiliiiMtii. 
June*  BucHlsT-ftflii. 

Da  Hid  N.  lilluhi^lj^ 
John  C  McDAniel. 
Hi^ltin  K.  SomerwelL 
Johii  13,  W'iinl. 
Joha  Foster. 
AUcG  Oil  If*. 
Jobn  T.  DuidrldgWi. 
Jolm  T  fcSlrtDley 

EU7-ii()nh  c  am. 

Abfltdftrii  No>4«> 

Richard  Ij^^aoh. 
Mih  ] 

Elirn^^th  .StovftU. 

_,._     S»niU  E.  llarwr. 

£0fi7  I  ET^tate  o(  E^  P.  (^eorgb. 

SeOS  I  J    VV.  Woll. 

eOQd  I  G.  A   Bomn. 

flOOG     E*UtP  Of  0*011*  H.  B*lla. 

tfUQ7      W I  U^i^  U .  ll»ra«il  t. 

Robort  Brran. 
Z.  H,  T.  Bon. 
Mof^M'ift  AgtQ* 
Gi^f>i%n>  K.  AdilMi 
Ktvtrn  W«1i1i*nOB* 
Ft'UT  llurf. 
Edmund  Br<iinlMd. 
J.  W.  BtllAnl 
E»t#t©olE.  ti   Bl^mllA 


AlOl 

mm 

flUBL 

6107 

Aioe 
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tui 

6112 
UH 

eits 
tun 

«120 
0121 
0123 
6124 
0127 

mm 

6129 
«13L 
0132 
«133 
ei35 
0136 
ei37 
6138 
«139 
6140 
6141 
6142 

61  a 

6144 
6I4Ii 
«14ft 

«147 


■157 

mm 

615» 

ei0D 


fit  06 

61  eo 

6170 

«tn 

fll7l 

iiTfi 
6]n 

61 7S 
611<» 


01^ 

61M 

ei» 

0140 

6ifla 

61» 
611M 

6l9ti 

mm 

6199 


620B 

6312 
6213 


ELLubeth  F.  Boker. 
Jotn  W,  Bator. 

WUlitUE)  BrU. 
J.  W.  Denton. 

Mat7  L.  GDtt  and  Edward  AddJUB. 


ftiy  Lcbaing* 


Josepb  \ViM?rk-y. 
Charles  W  right. 

Mrs.  £.  M.  Wfliiblngtoii. 
wmtAzn  VVfltU. 
Josepb  Wellit. 
WLUkm  Yatoi, 
Fn^cU  M.  Tuyior. 
Johj]  Tewiiifly. 
W  art  on  Thurmond* 
P,  H.  Thu  niton. 
Ftwjcia  M.  Steig^r. 
Oeti:^  C^  Bmiaii^ 

A.  S.  WaUer. 

E.  S.  atuftit  it  Co. 
John  U.  BBars* 

D&£i^]  StDV&ll. 

Joel  StoviiU. 

K«tace  ot  Wllllain  P.  W&mn, 

Bolwrt  V«  VuLlgbri. 

R  E,  Wftrd«^ 
Bllu  SohooLJng. 
Edwin  T.  BobarU. 
T-  T-  Rnup. 
J.  M,  Ollpf. 
JuDies  Oiler* 
John  Rtlt^r. 
Saniuc^l  ^i*  Rom* 

W.  J.  I'AM. 

Ellsworth  Owolej. 

a,  11.  Morris* 

Thomas  K.  l^tdior. 

Moieit  41.  Lylea. 

L.  W,  KIncfiloe. 

EUhu  J«tt. 

Kalhank*!  ITArrliw 

N.  a  H&mhiln, 

Pater  D.  Hirmnond* 

Estate  of  John  Haj* 

J.  S.  UalL 

Kaof  T  B.  Herdman. 

Brwdlord  BowelL 

Robert  W.  Gny. 

EcElben  Ofitiiliy. 

J  ainjes  F.  Goin^* 

Eaiatt^  of  Samuel  Griater* 

G.  W,  OUIum* 

Johs  M.  Elmore. 

Janbed  F.  EdwiLrds. 

A,  Q.  Tompkins. 

Sallfe  A.  DuiUL^ 

Martha  E.  BjtilB. 

JajC^b  I>LJT*i, 

&aniuL4  B.  BrowiL 

WlJey  y*  Brown, 

W,  L.  Aiithoiiv, 

Jamea  W,  Wlihoti. 

jgsaeA  H.  Tuek^r. 

O«org^  W.  Parkd. 

Mehda  Price. 

Eitate  of  OfiOfKB  W.  lloore. 

Lomtto  h,  &  B.  tnstitullon. 

Mary  A-  HoLmead. 

J&mea  H<ayden. 

Jmoiea  Fowtcr. 

H.  D*  logTSJn. 

J*J.  K^v. 

JuMiE^eL 


«220 
6230 
6231 
f.232 
6233 
G234 
6233 


S33Q 
6240 
et24;i 
6244 
6S4fi 
624fl 
6247 
6248 
6249 

east! 

6251 
6252 
6263 
6254 
62&5 

€t257 
€2Sa 
6250 
6261 
62U3 
6204 
<i2ii5 
f266 
#aj7 
G2GS 
6370 
«^1 
e*2T3 
6274 
6376 
6276 
6277 
627B 
6270 
ft28rj 

m<^i 

6282 
GH83 
ti2S5 

wm 

62ga 

«2se 

6^1 
6202 
62l»3 
6204 
6395 
K206 
6397 

&m 

6302 
flW3 
63114 

^m 

6306 
6307 
630S 
630» 
6310 
6313 
6313 
6314 
0315 
63ie 
6ilS 
6310 
6330 
6^21 
6322 
6333 
*V12' 


H.  B.  Jones. 

Mary  Jouij». 

J^rrJnlali  .Ing^i^ra, 

Henry  Johii^QH 

R.  B.  Hiimjiton. 

Jatte  Ii«ndrjck. 

EUza  A.  Hudspldth* 

Lefoy  Hughlett. 

Walker  E.Haidtii. 

J,  U.  noomt. 

W.  J.  Huflhiner. 

Marganot  A.  Hart. 

Er^kial  H0U7. 

Addie  Hott. 

Jjpvi  Hfjwith, 

WUiiam  Hay  den, 

A.  W.  Gp-rriiMin. 

E.  L.  Gaini^B, 

A.  P.  Gi^ham. 

etaiiton  W.  Oarr- 

John  Graham. 

Jamc^a  flio. 

C.  Glasa. 

J.  i^.  Qriderw. 

L.  P.  Fo^gy* 

Abraham  N.  Flijenof, 

Ck'ment  Fisher. 

J»  G.  FrankHn. 

EiUte  of  E*  D,  LonvtUa. 

J,  B.  Estait. 

€*  T.  &  1\  R.  Euhaxika, 

James  Elkln. 

A.  T.  Oondy, 

H.  Dvcua. 

David  M.  Dunning 

Datbea  Darlcy. 

S«muel  T.  Unvls. 

JaiueA  F.  Dicklnioa. 

Mary  Chooniog. 

Owfsn  Clark. 

B*  F.  Chesnut. 

OUirer  C.  Cftraon. 

Jamea  B*  Chapnmn, 

Ell^a  M.  Clark. 

E»Uto  of  B.  CovlD^toiL 

E,  D.  Covington. 

Edney  Cox, 

C.  H.  CUrfce. 

Thomae  A .  ComptoQ. 

Aftron  0.  CarillL 

BeDnelt  Cardni. 

C.  B.  Blewett. 
Estate  of  Eh  BrlanU 
Joseph  Woolswy, 
S&mh  WooL<tey* 

Q,  A.  Withers 
E.  B.  WeBt. 
Jamea  tl,  Toin^a, 
OtUifl  R,  Tomea- 
Joaeph  W.  Spenjoer. 
£.  R.  Pace. 
fiUnford  Mitchell, 
Wllhum  MltehelL 
Lewis  C*  May. 
Estate  of  Naoiry  Mlllsc. 
Warron  K.  Moore. 
John  U(>ek. 
Jain^^M  Ltiwla. 
VVh  U.  Lyon. 
AmbrnSH  Kirttr  * 
Magdjalon  Key  KetidelL 
W,  C.  .^ohns. 
J.  II.  MUhkln. 
James  H.  Miller. 
J.  B,  Moom. 
W,  B.  McCormlek. 
W.  H.  MlumJ.H. 
Maria  Mooren 
Joseph  MrDotiAld, 

D.  R*  Mcrritt. 
Wyilam  MKTarlfiV. 
milfaiik  ]K  Martlii. 
Jitttirj'  iiH^ali, 
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K& 

Kamf. 

Ho* 

Koiite. 

632& 

Anna  0.  Laytic- 

H444 

John  W.  Burke. 

«33Q 

6446 

Bufiiii  Blnghatij- 
Cnthtwrt.  A.  Berry, 

em 

EfiUt*  oJ  wmiiun  Lord, 

6447 

A333 

6449 

a.  W.  Adftmson* 

eaar 

EUiaSi  H.  Gi^tL 

6460 

Absolom  AyU'r. 

Bfflg 

Saitth  EdWttfdA. 

&4f)l 

Davld  ADrieraon. 

^^^^1 

6830 

W.  K  BUIiifftim. 

6403 

Alfltjd  Arron  Sraltb* 

^^^^1 

(040 

BIvIa  Duke. 

54&3 

William  S.  Johti*<Mi, 

^^^^1 

6341 

R^  A.  Crurtip. 

64G4 

John  JoDcs, 

^^^^1 

&^42 

WLn;i;ow  Ctirter. 

M55 

P.  0.  JoriM. 

^^^^M 

634^ 

Mary  F.  Curd. 

64fi7 

Gwrgp  W.  Lfpfik 

^^^^1 

£344 

J^  B,  Alexander* 

5450 

John  Lowery* 

^^^^1 

G34.S 

X  W.  Barley, 

,    64ijO 

A.J.  Larrj.b. 

^^^^1 

6348 

Jolm  Stuart. 

64Ct 

Jeajtf!  J*  l^pe. 

^^^^1 

.6350 

Klk,  PorMr. 

Sg 

Lovereiign  Larklns^ 

^^^^1 

6361 

Jacob  M,  MiLlflr, 

Jijbn  R,  l.artcftster. 

^^^^1 

Pe3&7 

W»  J.  Jftnnings, 

6464 

Newton  M,  Lovp. 

^^^^1 

biOK@ 

Nnthao  JtjinerH. 

6466 

J.  W.  McCiindli-^a. 

^^^^1 

yj^s9 

Kkliard  KJil^t. 

6468 

Estattiol  Murv  McD^nlaL 

^^^^1 

n3m 

P.  A.  Wlmms. 

6460 

Joseph  Mille  r/ 

^^^^M 

6361 

Tbamafl  WJlHama* 

6470 

Thomas  Myloe. 
EbeiieBdrHoora. 

^^^^M 

63«}2 

ISOAO  WoU. 

6471 

^^^^M 

6304 

E.  B.  Wood. 

6473 

r.  C.  My  era. 
Jame^  P.  Mua'tfleld, 

^^^^1 

6365 

T.  J.  WOsort. 

6475 

^^^^1 

6366 

B.  B.  White. 

6476 

W.  H.McClun-. 

^^^^1 

6368 

Ben Jfl  ruin  E.  WJlUams^ 

M77 

Willi  JUDO  T,  Nichols. 

^^^^1 

631^ 

Vlmmnt  VVi{;kwaPS, 

6478 

Havden  Nortbputt. 

^^^^1 

flS71 

W.  A.  Wmiiimi. 

6470 

Estate  ot  D.  SV.  Oweni 

^^^H 

63:^ 

wmi&m  Wallace. 

£4S0 

W.  E.  Porfell, 

^^^^M 

6374 

BoEj^inin  E.  Ttiaciker* 
WlUJam  Tankarly. 

M^l 

Richard  Price. 

^^^^M 

6375 

64g; 

Abraham  Quicks 

^^^^M 

6£t78 

R.  L.  Smitti. 

6483 

0.  M-  Robertson. 

^^^^^ 

6370 

C,  W.  Bmltn. 

6184 

Whitville  Ryie. 

^^^^1 

iSSO 

Julia  E,  aweartngar. 

64SA 

NoAh  M   Eloe. 

^^^^1 

638t 

D.  0.  etiirk. 

64^ 

John.l.  Kvle. 

^^^^1 

63:<2 

CoDJity  Sumner,  State  ol  TimiietWM. 

Brit*  Shephflrd. 

G^ 

Jfljiifls  T.  Rvle. 

^^^^1 

6384 

&im 

WlUlam  P.  kyle. 

^^^^1 

63^ 

Oliver  F.  Stooeu 

&4dO 

Wmiiim  Stewart. 

^^^^1 

6389 

Mar\^u»  L.  BtmpsQn. 

r4i)l 

Harrlison  St«wart. 

^^^^1 

6390 

W.  L.  Smith. 

640^ 

Robert  L,  Sklrwm. 

^^^^M 

63112 

Moses  Sln^^letDii. 

64!M 

AKher  Smitb. 

^^^^H 

.6303 

WiUlimi  &tj'pheui. 
F^tiite  of  Ed.  B,  Smith. 

6495 

WhItjiouSanflera, 

J^^^^M 

«SM 

M9f} 

R.  F.  Seehri'st- 

^^^^1 

^6S0!^ 

Jobn  Shades 

WOT 

B.  F,  Sf^ehre^t* 

^^^^H 

6S0^ 

Edwin  RetavEa, 

64SS 

Jease  BtevBsa, 

^^^^H 

6300 

El  left  Jane  Hleh^M. 

6490 

H.  L.  Sheekeld. 

^^^^H 

6400 

Samuel  N.  RoblniOiL 

6S0O 
6903 

Walter  A.  TwMrt, . 

Isaac  Trout. 

_^^^^^H 

6402 

T,  L.  a.  Proctor 

""^^^^^1 

0403 

William  Para. 

6S03 

Cb&rli  s  mng^ 
Milton  Taylor. 

6404 

J.  H.  Pearsoii. 

6904  1 

6405 

Thomas  E   Pucfcatt- 

65n£ 

C.  A   Tart. 

6406 

Uriah  Perrlngton- 

$mG 

Thomas  Vinson. 

6407 

N.  U  Poyiiter, 

6&1R 

WLIMAm  V'allAQdtnsham* 

6400 

Joseph  A.  Norwood* 

ftflOO 

John  B.  Wdaon- 

6410 

John  P.  tfcClure, 

6510 

Martha  A.  Wilson. 

6414 

WllberT.  Mobloy. 

6ai 

WUllam  A.  Wll^n. 

6415 

ThoiriAi  JonM. 

6513 

AlfiT^d  WiUUm^on. 

64  L6 

Joseph  i\  JobnstotL 

6S14 

Eonlamln  B.  Wyatt, 

6417 

Peter  Bolt. 

653,^ 

FranrlB  M,  IjAwmnco* 

ft4» 

H.  BalJ. 

6548 

Samuel  Good  win. 

eiai 

SaiDoel  iC^  Oreen. 

6540 

WCarllfllp 

im 

Overton  T,  Gardner. 

6551]! 

PlU!?  Boothe. 

6403 

Jara^jf*  Tiirniah. 

6652 

WlilUm  W.  EdvardA. 

6434 

EUiabc^tn  Fftlkner. 

6^^ 

ecott  No^^l. 

^ 

M16 

Fulton  EfflQg. 

6.^^55 

Kb^beth  Landoit, 

0436 

John  N*  DoiFt  tt' 

6.^16 

Djniel  RIago. 
JoH«>pti  Mc  Doner* 

6437 

SemutiJ  DriAkeUU 

6557 

6438 

B^  F.  Davis, 

665'^ 

JosM?vh  8pent«r 

6423 

Roh«»rt  Dunkerscia* 

6550 

Jamf4?i  3.  Stiill. 

6430 

Cave  rlore. 

6500 

S,  W.  D  Stow. 

64^1 

C  M.  R.  Coi. 

6561 

Harvey  Siaugbter, 
Anthony  MeEtroy. 
WllHjitn  D.  WooJ. 

0433 

J.  B.  rrlder. 

65^ 

4434 

Ji^wmlah  Colbert. 

65^4 

1436 

Martba  Cojbert. 

65^ 

John  Knith. 

6436 

Itiram  P.  Close. 

6^66 

gilu^  Jotirdftn. 

§4S7 

H.  C,  Caitlpman* 

664^ 

F.  W.  WaiqEhn. 

11438 

Ttiomas  J.  Biti^rn. 

6A63 

L.  D.  Kgtmv. 

6430 

Mnrtbrt  \.  Butiii*. 

0706 

Amandrt  C.  Iloao« 

M40 

H.  W.  IlfftTkbura* 

6794 

Msrv  W*»ilm*ker+ 

6441     J.  M.  EIriiiKU 

fSM5 

LarVin  Wiluher. 

6443     W.  H.  Hm-IU 

0«76 

jnhn  a.  r,f*iiit 

M43 

f  ltt»3i«  llalJwl^                                           1 

6S84 

Julia  C.  Watfluiw 
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M. 

Jta.. 

No. 

Name. 

vm 

Robert  C.  Hunai-. 

sieo 

Peter  D.  Mnrtln, 

^m 

Jarvfft  N.  WltUAzzu. 

3161 

RiptiArd  M^Nlcailf. 

8163 

TliomHs  J  onm. 

MM 

SUi7 

Malli«ii  W.lUwkinsj. 

wm 

8187 

aieanS.  WUllams, 

MM 

Huiuuu  Stephemcui. 

830^ 

Jnhn  B.  CarroU. 

no 

SmmmiCfBcm. 

8207 

Matt  C.  Aymett. 
Jun«B  RoWni, 

im 

Jtmm  B.  UTfagMso. 

8313 

nm 

JollIlA.Eft«|lll«. 

8214 

Henry  D.  Posey. 

7150 

ftOThKlmtalL 

8M4 

BtcllATtI  E&ltlllU]. 

im 

8m 

Benjamin  F.  KeT»r- 

-nu 

BmarfB.BSa^ 

82fit 

WiUlum  B.  Lynfth. 

-im 

825& 

Banjamin  Yeag^'f . 

TIM 

JaAMCroudl. 

8^ 

E^MeolC.  B.  liuim* 

71S7 

JotmC-Tmrlor. 

8271 

Carnek  W.  Park. 

7m 

Sn^to  ^BQwa  L,  ICutta, 

«276 

A.  C.  Rob]ns<:tn. 

TIM 

rnn 

DavidN.  WJUkm*. 

n» 

JolmB,li*rtin. 

m% 

Larkia  H,  Penn\\ 

T2ag 

FtvadaFonL 

sm 

Wiiliam  A,  Downtc^wiL 

im 

sm 

EUsba  K.  Warflisld. 

im 

S2S1 

B.J,  Qiabb#. 

TfiOS 

CbAiltfLi  L.  Bofunr^ 

82S2 

W.  U  Hobby. 

TMS 

WiUiftjm  llATrtson- 

B2tt6 

B.  B.  Baaa. 

lOfiO 

J.  A,  Andrt?w*. 

8303 

Q90Tm  Bmnow. 

TU4 

T.  J-  KoTvum. 

8304 

7sm 

WlilUun  JCjuuwo. 

830-5 

If aUldA  Cook. 

7615 

Bortna  WLllkm*, 

S313 

H*n1ioii  Brown 

76f« 

ajLmliA.i:.Mont««u 

8314 

Wmiain  BaUinK«r. 

7671 

Msry  A.  UoUnwr. 

SS^ 

Jain«t  BLahop. 

776©     A.  I',  Beld.                                                          1 

8328 

R    D.  Anthony. 

TTM     Tboin&»  FiynB,                                               f 

KS29 

Jf^Me  L.  At  wood. 

Tail 

N(?wt4>ti  C,  Ward. 

8347 

Jamea  P.  Cain. 

m& 

£|tdlftWIIU»nii 

S^S 

Isaac  Cain. 

-mn 

TbODMi  D.  Harris. 

83^ 

W.  l\  Connor. 

m* 

Ctk«fli»  RobitisoiL 

8356 

Patrkk  OoM**n, 

Tsas 

jAMQitM  C.  ?«j-k»r. 

83W 

Edwiird  F.  Tailey* 

7D» 

Amos  SA.  Knight. 

S3A7 

S^rah  Rc4ilns. 

71« 

Jobu  W.CflWfttd. 

83T4 

JaiiicB  fl.  Brvant. 

Tin 

8375 

Spencer  Q.  I^cigcrw. 

Tn6 

z«oh4TUta  atacpw 

8370 

J  am  en  Mtiiirne. 

TWO 

Dmiid  Burke. 

8389 

Flticlfncy  E.  IVywi, 

TW7 

W.  A.  Adam*. 

8391 

John  SaniorJ. 

TOT 

Jmma^  F^tJiam. 

83»5 

Wan-  P.  CUrk  et  ai. 
A,  K.  Brant. 

7VW 

EllwiC4*ti*f, 

8398 

Tl»7 

J.  G.  Qzwm, 

S4I» 

Sarah  Bw^tHiMi* 

MU 

Mor.1tcAi  M-  Elilott. 

8420 

J.  R.  Junker. 

nxz 

Ann  E.  EUIott, 

842» 

Robtrt  iJpao. 

Emll7  r  M«rti, 

8436 

WllllttiuWhUe. 

HM8 

Peter  Dufty. 

844.'^ 

Gwrge  R.  Rprlfora. 

IPQ2 

8446 

John  W.Chappoii, 

1137 

JobnJ.  Ftezure. 

8452 

D.  A.  Butter. 

nas 

H«a7M.  MeEfroy. 

84^ 

F.  M.  Hiitter. 

&» 

iM75 

Ijf  wis  Rttki^T. 

lUO 

RoNHt  A.  MAnaflfiia. 

6483 

Eatftt*  of  Wmiam  KminHI, 

at3i 

David  H.  ilAil. 

84U« 

Monrofl  RoMnaon. 

mi 

J.  \V.  Uol»ey. 

6539 

Jamefl  0.  Tmadla. 

8133 

R.  W.  St  D.  F.  Pop*. 

8641 

G.  W,  Smith. 

ai34 

Piuaiey  B.  Potter, 
John  N.  Fierce. 

8640 

Sarah  Grant. 

USA 

85ff7 

T«a^*  llwkmftTi. 

hm 

T.J.OUvpr 

8668 

Thorn Bfl  M.  fiitobb*. 

am 

Xatote  of  i^l1«hA  F.  0'N«4U. 

SQDl 

GotUoh  Undi^nmyer 

1138 

8. 11,  MiimU 

8flQ0 

A.J,  EwUngtT, 
Gtorp>  W.  WllfloiL 

ILW 

Mikrthn  A.MiteholL 

8041 

Sl«) 

Jiiin(?a  ir  Murphy. 

8661 

Ram  h  J  iiokson. 

8141 

867J 

Ann  M.  ShAhan. 

S142 

John  W.  Lyle*. 
Jftnie»  A.  Hcrilgei. 

mti 

Abraham  Sftgcr. 

tI44 

H72T 

Phln^afl  ThomoA, 

8145 

Robert  WAlker, 

8758 

ITrnry  Qvll 

81« 

B.W.WbrtB. 

S76fi 

H'.'nry  S.  Brown. 

ss 

877J 

hfnri^urat  Rwvea* 

mi^arAr. 

8807 

Joft^jh  Tft>nBBr. 

st^ 

0,  A.  WlUongliby, 

S814 

Jaznt^fi  R.  ThompnOTi* 

Sl&l 

C.  S.  8t8Vc»»on. 

8S21 

si^ 

A.  y.  wmum*. 

8S26 

Heury  B.  Hurdle. 

m^ 

wmiani  U.  Tviiiple. 

8BU 

PmnoEsH.atabba. 

UH 

R,  VV.  Ferrel. 

88B6 

Emuniicl  apltwr. 

m^ 

Htnfy  Sjiiitli. 

8D10 

Samuel  Norrls, 

il56 

CHArlM  B.  St«Tfiiui, 

&m 

John  A*  RiLcer. 

aisT 

eamwlJ71lBiid. 

8023 

Lawrence  Crawford, 

Sl» 

8034 

Thomas  T.  Tiickvr. 

SUfr 

Albert  lUtfSbtU. 

sn43 

lIuTitiab  U.  Ranger. 
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So, 


mil 

SS77 

90sa 
moo 

0104 

»105 
fllDJ 
9111 

ens 

9117 
9133 
9141 
9140 
91S^ 
918P 


9in 


9456 
9401 


Huna* 


J.J.  W.  B.  Koftcra. 
Sjimh  A.  Boslick. 
Eli£jkbeth  C.  Wbltf'A^d^. 
AmiA@lmnlc. 
Nftncy  JonpA. 
CiUriD  Smith  itin. 

Robert  Air  A  Co. 
B.  F.  Robiniaoii. 
Eilnn  Karpn. 
James  C.  OL^Ein. 
Wmiam  l^  Hf'iulrlc^ka. 
William  K.  lioio»\ 
Tliomii-H  B,  Amiiiirniig, 
Riclmiond  P.  Han  tor, 
John  S.  Berry. 
Aipxflt>dnr  LiJt^. 
WEiiiam  D.  Allen. 
Frc^lt-'riok  a.  KIiimIoi* 
Danli!l  Gocxih, 
J  allies  xUcQruw. 
Mr*.  Kaciry  WtUimiiH, 
Wiliiam  II.  IVmJL 
Oift'dt^ih  Fletcher. 
Woodiioii  WiillHir, 
AnusUrtd  P.  Martbx 
Hugti  Taylor, 
John  Thpeekdd, 
John  Mieham. 
Sflfts  M.  Look. 
WliMriio  Orubb, 
J.  A.  Cooper, 
ThoTTUtt  N.  Molloj. 
Annie  M.  BmJth, 
John  A.  Duc^oiirnuu. 
Mft5giir?t  t;  ,spHn;;tt*'l(J. 
A*  a  N.  Smeta. 
John  a.  SLono. 
Eii?iibeth  Tttiw^ek, 
Jaincia  A,  MitcbeU. 
Ab€*l  Walker. 
OflOTEfw  Oiinney. 
George  W.  WoiKly. 
Ellin  Pt^gott. 
Nancy  MllohelU 
Mary  A.  Uoju. 
B.  H.  Dunbar. 
D.  C,  MlJIer 
John  H.  Ha<}ker. 
John  G.  Amhnny. 
Jamea  A.  Orr 


No, 


P74« 

9766 

vno 

9778 
BSOO 

eas 

0W7 
9923 
11357 
10061 
10120 
10141 

J(i:;i3 

l(i;t14 
1034G 
10447 
UH78 
104S1 
1  (}.■>;  0 
10513 
10M5 
10531 
IQ.'iaS 
U»5*t4 
lOOiSfl 

um 

11212 
11332 
U25i 
1125^ 
1  V^V2 

uiaei 

11392 
U2m 
112117 

IIXU 
L1303 

U3n 

11330 
11327 

11332 

IKtii 
1  Lt'ji: 
il3»2 


Name. 


Jantee  IfcXEim. 
J,  N.  Croon. 
Lewis  fimdky^ 
J,  R  Peck, 
ZLon  It.  CreyiWL 
Jftsee  Taylor. 
Urftn  Martha  A.  8tnet- 
Martha  P.  Smith. 
John  R,  8pe«r. 
Thotnaa  OAyle- 
D.  W.  Hateh. 
Cornel  hi  A  T  helping'. 
Alexmnrler  T^iiniels. 
TAhitha  ^stcphena. 
Ann  V.iiTT^ 
J.  H.  Sanderi, 
John  B.  KcHjiTian,  ar. 
Margaret  J-  Li&iilL 
H^lrid  of  Martni  Preatoo. 
Ufilr  of  Tbom^s  Aenfl. 
Tbouia^  D,  Acuff. 
JobD  C.  HUL 
Alexander  Kerr. 
J.  M.  Cooper. 
J.  A.  ^  N.  B,  Armua, 
EffUte  of  W.  E.  i:uli«nk. 
Ceoige  ShnltK 
Edward  Bt^il 
Amos  L.  GnfTllti* 
fC.  fi,  DunawtiLy, 
John  Kirk 
S,  J.  Camili^hui. 
Nathjui  Siiltler. 
Annie  M.  I^niltl^ 
G.  H.  Alleik 
J,C,  Tnnier 
Dem««y  M.  Butt«. 
William  OfUfly. 
Jamuq  McOdfwUr 
Robert  RcwJ. 
i..eonard  F.  DaiiicL 
Nanry  Taylor 
Thaddeufl  Wnlker, 
William  Mark 
'hi&Ty  A-  Enf^lnnd. 
JiUiiAii  Ar  Bity.tfr. 
Geor;^  W.  Boj^Kt. 
Samuet  ICnott- 
Thomas  W.  nulioo. 
EAtate  of  l]u|^b  l^uthklnp;, 
June*  D.  Jon«P. 


A  true  copy. 

Test  this  18th  day  of  December,  1907. 

[seal.] 


By  the  Coubt. 


John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 


eOxHCoNGBBSS,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  (Document 
Iri  Session,      f  )   No.  404. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  LOUISE  E.  ARMSTRONG,  ALICE  DE  K.  SHATTUCK, 
AND  CHARLOTTE  A.  FALLS,  HEIRS  OF  JOHN  T.  ARMSTRONG. 


I^TTEB  FROM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLERK  OF  THE  COURT  OF  CLAIMS 
TRANSMTTTINa  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BT  THE  COURT 
IN  THE  CASE  OF  LOUISE  E.  ARMSTRONG,  ALICE  DE  K.  SHATTUCK, 
AND  CHARLOTTE  A.  FALLS,  HEIRS  OF  ^OHN  T.  ARMSTRONG, 
DECEASED,  AGAINST  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


DscBMBBB  21, 1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  op  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

WasJiingtonj  December  19,  1907, 
Sib:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court,  I  traiLsiiiit  herewith  a  certi- 
fied copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforeeaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War 
Clauns,  House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883, 
known  as  the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Olerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


(Ooort  of  Claixiis.    Congressional  case  No.  10979.    Louise  £.  Armstrong,  Alice  De  K.  Sbattuok,  and 
Charlotte  A.  Falls,  sole  heirs  of  John  T.  Armstrong,  deceased,  v.  The  United  States.] 

STATEMENT   OP  CASE. 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  for  supplies,  or  stores,  alleged  to  have  been 
taken  by  or  furnished  to  the  military  forces  of  tne  United  States  for  their  use  during 
the  late  war  for  the  suppression  of  the  rebellion,  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the 
Committee  on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the  3d  day  of  February, 
1903. 

On  a  preliminary  inquiry  the  (^ourt,  on  the  9th  day  of  November,  1903,  found  that 
the  person  alleged  to  have  furnished  the  supplies  or  stores,  or  from  whom  they  were 
alle^d  to  have  oeen  taken,  was  loyal  to  the  Government  of  the  United  States  tmrough- 
out  said  war. 

The  case  was  brought  to  a  hearing  on  its  merits  on  the  29th  day  of  October,  1907. 

(}.  \V.  Z.  Black,  esq.,  appeared  lor  claimant,  and  the  Attorney-General,  by  W.  W. 
Scott,  esq.,  his  assistant,  and  under  his  direction,  appeared  for  the  defense  and  protec- 
tion of  the  interests  of  the  United  States. 

The  claimants  in  their  petition  make  the  following  allegations: 

That  thev  are  citizens  of  the  United  States,  residing  in  Washington,  D.  C,  and  that 
tiuMf  decedent  resided  in  Alexandria,  Va.,  during  the  late  war  of  the  rebeU\oxL%  ^Xv*dX 


LOtnaK   T..    ABMBTaoNQ    ET   AIi. 


at  different  times  during  the  said  peric>d  the  United  Statea  forcea,  by  proper  ^uthGtHj, 
took  p^ie^essiou  oi  a  wharf  in  Alexandria,  Va,,  belongiug  to  the  aaid  John  T.  Armstniag, 
and  jippropnated  the  same  %q  the  uae  of  the  Unitcni  ^tatee  Army,  aa  follows: 

From  JuBe  1,  1S63,  to  March  4,  1864,  nine  months.... _ fyOQ 

From  Juno  1,  18S4,  to  Mareh  1,  lSf?5,  nine  months. ._-.*.**_.-*.,-,.-       900 

From  Jtme  I.  IRiJo,  to  Noveml>er  i,  lE^,  five  »nmtha» .,,. ,,,.-      500 

Total ..-. .-..„. 2,300 

(By  Lieutenant  Ferguson  and  Capt,  J.  G.  C.  Lee.) 

The  eourt.,  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  considerlog  the  briefs  and  aTgtunetiu  ol 
counsel  on  both  sides,  makes  the  foHowiiog 

FtKDtl^O    OF  FACT. 

Whatever  claim  the  claimants  h^  aj^inst  the  Unite^l  ^^ tales  hsm  been  paid^  ajud  no 
further  idlowance  is  made  therefor* 

By  tum  Coust* 

Filed  November  4,  1907. 

A  true  ci>py. 

Tent  this  itith  day  of  December,  L907. 

jl44Mf tnf  Ckrk  Ctmri  of  Ctm-.i^s, 


60thComgrb88,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES,  j  Document 
l8t  Session,      f  1   No.  405. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE   OP   EMMA  P.  AYRES,  GERTRUDE    AYRES,  AND 
ARABELLA  WHITEHEAD,  HEIRS  OF  SAMUEL  AYRES. 


LBTTBB  FBOX  THB  ASSISTANT  CLERK  OF  THE  COURT  OF  CLAIMS 
TRAH8XITTINO  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  COURT 
IN  THB  CASE  OF  EMMA  F.  AYRES,  GERTBX7DE  AYRES,  AND 
ABABBLLA  WHITEHEAD,  HEIRS  OF  SAMUEL  AYRES,  DECEASED, 
AGAINST  THE  UNTTBD  STATES. 


DiCBiCBBB  21, 1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  of  Claim8,  Clerk's  Office, 

Washington^  December  19,  1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court,  I  transmit  herewith  a  cer- 
tified copy  of  the  findings  of  fact  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid 
cause,  wmch  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  resolution  of  the 
House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  Marcfi  3,  1887,  known  as 
the  Tucker  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Jc  SEFH  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  (he  Hovse  of  Representaiives. 


fCourt  of  CUimi.    CongreasloDAl,  No.  12210.    Emma  F.  Ayros,  Qertrade  Ayres,  and  Arabella  White- 
head, heirs  of  Samuel  Ayres,  deceased,  v.  The  United  States.] 

STATEMENT  OF  CASE. 

This  IB  a  daim  for  stores  and  supplies  alleged  to  have  been  taken  by  the  nulitary 
forces  of  the  United  States  during  the  late  civU  war. 

On  April  6,  1906,  the  House  of  Representatives,  by  resolution,  referred  to  the  court 
under  the  act  of  Mu*ch  3, 1887,  a  bill  reading  as  follows: 

"[H.  R.  I476»  Fifty-ninth  Congress,  first  session.] 
"A  BILL  For  the  relief  of  tlie  heirs  of  Samuel  Ayres. 

'*Be  it  enacted  hu  the  Senate  and  Hotue  of  Representatives  of  the  United  States  of  A  nierlca 
in  Cbngre8$  astemoled.  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be,  and  he  is  hereby,  author- 
ized and  directed  to  pay  to  the  personal  representatives  of  Samuel  Ayres,  deceased, 
the  sam  of  six  hondred  and  fifty  dollars  and  fortv  cents,  being  the  amount  ass^sed  for 
damageB  to  the  property  of  Samuel  Ayres,  of  Henrico  County,  Virginia,  incurre<l  by 
the  Qse  and  occopation  of  the  Federal  troops  in  May,  eighteen  hundr^  and  sixty-five.  ^' 


Tliu  el^injants  app^^ared  and  filed  ihoir  petition  in  thi£  i:iitirt  April  33,  1906,  in 
which  tliey  nmke  the  following  allegutioufl: 

That  they  are  the  sole  heiri  of  &?amuel  Ayrea^  deeeaaeil,  wha  jeflided  in  Henrico 
Ck^unty,  Vft,,  during  Ihe  l&te  civil  wiir;  ihiit  aft4?r  the  ovucnation  uf  the  city  ol  Rich- 
mond, Va.,  in  Aprd,  1865,  by  the  FederaJ  forces,  the  Vniteti  States  miliary  force* 
appropriated  to  tneir  use*  property  bi^hinging  to  their  di+eecl^iit.  a»  follows: 

80  panels  of  poet  and  rail  fence -,, ., 128.00 

231  panels!  oi  post  and  plank  fence -.-... **^ -.__*<*..,*,,,,-  55i* 40 

4  ftCTBS  of  oata > 76.  0^ 

Total - 058.40 

The  catse  was  hmuglit  to  a  hearing:  tyn  loyalty  and  tnerits  on  the  2Sth  dav  of  January, 
1907. 

John  Goode*  esq.^  appeared  for  the  claimante,  and  the  Attomey-Cjenetul,  by  Mal- 
oolm  A.  Colos,  1^^.^  hiB  aaeistant.  and  under  his  dirGCtion.  appeared  for  the  aefeiiAe 
and  protect iiiti  of  Uie  interests  of  tlic  United  Stjites, 

The  court,  upon  the  evidenee,  and  after  conaiderijqg  the  briefs  and  aigumoral  id 
0>unsel  on  both  sidet,  makes  the  following 

fTNDINOfl    OF  FACT. 

1.  Oaintante^  decedent,  Samuel  Ayres.  was  not  lov^l  to  the  Goveromoiit  ol  ^e 
United  States  through  the  war  for  the  suppreesion  <jf  tfie  rebel liim. 

I  J,  The  evidence  does  not  i\sial>Hsh  to  the  satiafaction  uf  the  court  the  taking  of  the 
property  allegwl  in  the  petition  by  the  miliiary  forces  of  the  Unite^l  Statee  dunng  the 
late  civil  war. 

By  thx  Ooui9p 

Filed  February  4,  1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  iBth  day  of  Deceuiber,  A.  D.  1907. 

[seal.]  John  RA?»ruoLFft, 

Amttant  Ckrk  CQitri  ^ 

o 


I 


I 


60th  Congress,  )   HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  I  Document 

Ist  Session.      f  (    No.  406. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  THOMAS  J.  AND  JAMES  H.  HOLMES, 
HEIRS  OF  JONATHAN  HOLMES. 


UBTTBB  FROM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  COUBT  OF  CUIIHS 
TBANSMTTTINa  A  COPT  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  COUBT 
IN  THE  CASE  OF  THOMAS  J.  AND  JAMES  H.  HOLMES,  HEIBS  OF 
JONATHAN  HOLMES,  DECEASED,  AGAINST  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


DscBMBBB  21,  1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

primed. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

Wa^hin{iton ,  December  19,  1907. 
Sib:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court,  I  transmit  herewith  a  certi- 
fied copy  of  the  findincrs  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  resohition  of  the  House 
of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1887,  known  as  the 
Tucker  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


(Ooart  of  Claims.    Congressional,  No.  12257.    TbouHs  J.  Uolmes  and  James  H.  Holmes,  heirs  of 
Jonathan  llolmos,  doceawd.  r.  The  United  States.] 

STATEMENT   OP   CASE. 

The  following  bill  was  referred  to  the  court  on  the  3l8t  day  of  March,  1906,  by 
resolution  of  the  United  States  House  of  Representatives  under  the  act  of  Congress 
approved  March  3,  1887,  known  as  the  Tucker  Act. 

'[H.  R.  2302,  Fifty-ninth  Congress,  first  session.] 

"  A  BILL  For  the  relief  of  the  legal  representatives  of  Jonathan  Holmes,  deceased. 

**Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United  States  of  America 
in  Congress  assembled^  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be,  and  he  is  hereby,  author- 
ised and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated, 
to  the  lesal  representatives  of  Jonathan  Holmes,  deceased,  for  cattle,  mules,  hogs, 
hoTBes,  wneat,  ouggy,  cotton,  com,  oats,  beans^  and  flour,  of  the  value  of  nine  thou- 
sand and  ninety-lour  dollars,  belonging  to  said  deceased,  taken  and  used  by  tha 
United  States." 


I 


I 
I 


The  cUi mania  appeared  ^nd  filed  their  petition  in  thiM  court  \lvy  9,  1906,  in  whi<^ 
they  irtake  th e  fol  i <  i w  i ng  a H ogsi t  io tis : 

Thftt  their  father,  Jonathan  il^^ihiiea,  deceased,  was  loyal  to  the  Govemmeot  of 
the  United  Stated  during  the  war  for  the  snpiiresdon  of  the  rebellion;  that  they,  am 
heini,  reside  in  Jones  ronnty^  State  oi  Georgia;  that  during  the  month  of  Decern- 
her^  I8ti4,  United  Slates  forces  tippnipriated  the  stores  and  commissar)'  euppliee 
from  their  deeeaj^ed  father,  Joumthan  HolmetSj  as  follows: 

36  bales  of  cotton - _ $3,600 

8  bales  of  cotton ,...-._- *.-- ,        800 

1  gin  houpo . , , „,..,,..,- , , 1,  OOO 

400  buehelsof  com,,,,*. , 400 

14  he^  of  horses.. ,..-,.., , , ,  „ ,,..„. 1, 400 

14  head  of  beef  cattle - 430 

1  stallion ..„.,. .- - .„..-.        600 

40  head  of  hogs..... „. 400 

1  buggy ., .,*..*»**^*, *,,.**_*<*-_-,*. ._.,*-<.*.._^-*. ..*--,...-._        ISO 

1,200  poutida  of  flour. _., S4 

340  buahele  of  corn ....,.*, , ,  _ , _, . , . . * $40 

20  bualielaof  peas. .,,.....,, „ ,^.... 20 

40  bushels  of  wheat ._..._.. _  -  _ ,  „  „  < ,  -W 


0,094 

The  above  properiy  was  taken  b^  Ijeneral  8hemian'a  army. 

The  case  was  lirought  to  a  heanng  on  loyalty  and  merits  and  lachee  on  the  UUi 
day  of  May,  15)07. 

Sir.  Vedaiitus  B.  Edwards?  app^ired  for  the  claimant,  and  the  Altomev-Generul,  by 
Mr.  M.  A.  Cole:^H  hifl  ajssistiinl  imd  umU^rhii*  direction,  appeared  for  ibedeieniie  and  pro* 
teclion  of  the  Lnterest;?  of  thi*  Unite<l  States. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence  and  aft^r  considering  the  briefs  and  afgumc^nt^  ol 
counsel  of  both  sides,  makes  the  following 

PIKDIKOS  Of  WAXTT* 

I.  Jonathan  Holmes,  decea^ed^  watf^  not  luyal  to  the  Government  of  the  United  StatM 
throughout  the  late  civil  war. 

IL  Tlie  evirlenfTe  fails  to  estitblish  to  th«  satisf ar t  k in  of  thc'  court  tlmt  the  Qmf>«tty 
chaTv^cd  for  herein  was  taken  and  UH^d  by  the  milttary  fort-es  of  the  United  SUM  il 
alleged  Ln  the  petition. 

St  rmm  Court. 

Filed  May  15, 1907* 
-  A  true  copy. 

Tepl  th  iH  1 8th  day  of  December,  A .  D.  1907, 

[seal.]  John  Randolph, 

AssistarU  Clerk  Court  qf  nainiM. 


I 

r 


o 


eOTHCoNGfiEfis, )  HOUSE  OP.  REPRESENTATIVES.  JDooumbnt 
1st  Session.      |  1   No.  407. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  CASWELL  C.  HUCKABEE. 


LBTTBB  FBOX  THB  ASSISTANT  CLERK  OF  THE  COXTET  OF  CI«AIMS 
TBANSMITTINa  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  COXJBT 
IN  THB  CASE  OF  CASWELL  C.  HUCKABEE  AGAINST  THB  X7NITBD 
STATES. 


DaoauBBB  21, 1907. — ^Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  b« 

printed. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Oppicb, 

Washington,  December  19,  1907. 
Snt:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court,  I  transmit  herewith  a  certi- 
fied copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  resolution  of  the  House 
of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1887,  known  as  the 
Tucker  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  OlerJc  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Court  of  CUims.    Congressional,  No.  11217.    Caswell  C.  Huckabee  v.  The  United  States.) 
STATEMENT   OF  CASE. 

The  following  biU  was  referred  to  the  court  on  the  20th  day  of  February,  1903,  by 
resolution  of  the  House  of  Representatives  under  an  act  of  Congress  approved  March 
S,  1887,  known  as  the  Tucker  Act: 

"  [H.  R.  10700,  Fifty-seyenth  Congress,  first  session.] 

•'A  BILL  For  the  relief  of  C.  C.  Huokabee. 

**Be  it  enacted  bv  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United  States  of  America 
in  CowfrtMi  assemhledj  That  the  sum  of  six  thousand  dollars  be,  and  the  same  is  hereby, 
appropriated,  to  be  paid  to  C.  C.  Huckabee,  of  Calhoun  County,  Alabama,  in  payment 
for  stores  and  supplies  taken  from  him  and  used  by  troops  of  the  United  States  during 
the  war  of  the  rebellion." 

The  claimant  appeared  and  filed  his  petition  in  this  court  May  26,  1903,  in  which 
he  makes  the  following  allegations: 

That  during  the  war  for  the  suppression  of  the  rebellion  claimant  resided  in  Ala- 
bama, and  that  soldiers  of  the  United  States  Army  took  from  his  farm  and  appropri- 
ated 3,000  bushels  of  com  of  the  value  of  $6,000.  No  compensation  whatever  was 
paid  for  said  com. 

The  case  was  brought  to  a  hearing  on  loyalty  and  merits  on  December  11,  1906. 

Samuel  A.  Putman  appeared  for  the  claimant,  and  the  Attorney-General,  b"^  ^•^^ 
CoUins,  for  the  defense  and  protection  of  the  interests  ol  tke  XSmXAdi  ^XaXoa. 
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CASWELL   0.   HOOKABEE. 


The  court,  upon  the  evidence  and  after  considering  the  brieb  and  ftrgumeititi  ol 
counBel  on  both  sides,  makes  the  foltowii^ 


nKPlKCS  Of  FACT. 


1. 


It  ^ppeang  from  the  evidence  that  the  claimant,  CsaweU  C.  Huckabee,  was  not 
loyal  to  tlie  GovemiECiit  of  the  United  States  thrx^ugbout  the  war  for  the  fluppronioii 
of  the  rebellion. 

II*  It  does  not  appear  to  the  sat iaf action  of  the  court  that  the  claimant,  CasweU  C, 
Huckabee,  waa  the  owner  of  the  property  alleged  to  have  been  taken  during  the  mid 
war  by  the  military  forces  of  the  United  States, 

IIL  The  claim  was  ^od  before  the  Southern  Claims  Commissien,  but  held  by  that 
CommissioD  to  be  baneti.  It  has  not  since  been  presented  to  any  departineiit  of 
officer  of  the  Govermnent  prior  to  its  presentation  to  Congress  and  reference  to  tMi 
court  as  aforesaid. 

Filed  December  17,  lft06. 

A  true  copy. 

Attest  this  ISth  day  of  December,  1907. 

fiK^Ii.]  JOEH   RaNIK>LPS, 

AMUtaiU  Ckrh  Cowt  qf  Clotet. 


60thCongbe88,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  J  Document 
1st  SesHan.      \  I  No.  408. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  PORTLAND  COMPANY. 


IJBTTEB  FSOX  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEBX  OF  THE  COUBT  OF  CLAIMS 
TBANSlOTTIEra  A  COPT  07  THE  FINDINGS  TILED  BY  THE  COXTBT 
nr  THE  CASE  OF  THE  POBTLAND  COMPANY  AGAINST  THE  UNITED 
STATES. 


Dboimbbb  2U  1907.— Beferred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to 

be  printed. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Ofticb, 

Washington^  December  19^  1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court,  I  transmit  herewith  a  cer- 
tified copy  of  the  findings  of  fact  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid 
cause,  which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  resolution  of  the 
United  States  Senate,  under  the  act  of  March  8,  1887,  known  as  the 
Tucker  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Charles  W.  Fairbanks, 

President  of  the  Senate. 


[Court   of   Claims.    Congressional    case    No.    10803.    The   Portland    Company    v.   Th% 

United  States.] 

STATEMENT  OF  CASE. 

By  reflolntion  of  the  United  States  Senate,  dated  June  17,  1902,  the  following 
bUl  was  referred  to  the  Court  of  Claims. 

"  [S.  1091,  Fifty-seventh  Congress,  first  session.] 

"  A  BILL  For  the  relief  of  the  Portland  Company,  of  Portland,  Maine. 

"Be  it  enacted'  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United 
States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled,  That  there  be  pnid  to  the  Portland 
Company,  of  Portland,  Maine,  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise 
appropriated,  the  sum  of  sixteen  thousand  one  hundred  and  seventy-three  dol- 
lars and  forty-nine  cents,  l>eing  the  amount  remaining  unpaid  of  the  sum 
awarded  to  said  Portlapd  Company  for  work  done  and  material  furnished  in 
the  constmction  of  the  United  States  double  ender  gunboats  Agatoan  and 
PontoosuCy  as  per  report  of  Thomas  O.  Selfrid^e,  commodore  and  president  of 
iMMird,  Senate  Executive  Document  Numbered  Eighteen,  first  session  of  the 
Thirty-ninth  Congress.** 


WC^eTLAWD  tXJMPAJTY, 


Tbe  dmtniaiit  mppeu^  ftud  filM  Its  petition  in  widdi,  unms  otlwr  Hiloca^  It 

milem  sobtstuitiAiij  tliat  the  Portland  C<k!np«uij,  m  corpora  Uon  iltiljr  Incorpch 

miM  miK  VBd  Ik  «aeot4»M»  wiUi  tlbe  lafr»  df  M^ine,  MtIji?  Its  plaee  of 

iMiMtt  «t  hrlilBi,  Ma.  caia«d  tnti>  two  wiitteo  agreetDcntfi  with  B<s»|aiiilll 

F,  tthwuuO,  Cm&ir  ^  tte  Bmmn  oC  Stemm  &istiieeffii&  Nrnvr  Oiepvtnait^ 

Ir  wMdl  It  «crad  m  f«f»M  ai^  «s«et  1&  d»  Uoitcd  States  Mmmen  J#MMa 

all  lfc»  MrtilBiffT  neocwwry  for  tite  pwiittiiiUMi  of  the  iaia#  te 

flMi^  Camoftsr  e»cfi  ToaMi;  tte  irotlt  has  to  te 

■iia  aflflr  Aa^wt  30l  IfiSS,  pror^td  the  halb  WB 

MB  liar  mm  a  balf  Boalbi;  tliat  in  tim  «iiiaia«r  of  1882 

^  3ik^  iMnftMi  Mraeiwl  ali  Irfwiaaui  to  m^e  npott  tJbe  prfadgnl  ilioiM 

«la  ibr  voaAea  «aaW#  cadeca  at  a  itxcd  price  of  mUWl 

it  Ite  ii^wM^rtHi  at  nM  eanpaaj  waa  mml  to  Wasliiastm  to  aacertata 

it  tkt  ipadieailMi  vere,  and  on  bis  retioii  reported  Uat  Cbe  welgbt  Of 

A  aKce«i  tbat  tii^uiied  in  tiie  raai  Jomejf  1&  per  c^nL  and 

itk  the  i?ofitni«td  Oil  the  liaate  that  the  welghi  and  eoit 

I  he  aboQt  the  mate  as  the  J>4al  Jmtm;  that  Ih^  eoftoia 

k  delivered  »Hua1lj  wel^ted  WSSLfftB  psmn^n  eaeh.  hiatmd 

■M  the  weWll  4Vf  the  FQtU  Jmiem;  Chat  the  maual  r^ii^t  tc>  the 

i  |asOUQ8&Si,  of  whl€h  sam  the  cootiaet  pvtoak  H&l^OOO,  haa  been 

mSdk  utf  a^D^  hf  act  of  Goiifp^#^  the  farther  sioxi  nl  |ei,aaM7«  l^vth^  ^11 

ma  aad  aaiwid  the  aam  of  %2lMnM% 

Tia  oaae  vas  brwught  t^  n  hearing  on  the  13tb  daj  of  Deceoiher,  1906^ 

lote  S.  Blair,  eoq^  appc^nkS  for  elaUnaDt,  aBd  the  AttofTuey-Geoefal.  t^ 

Iharlia  F^  Kiacheloe,  oaq^  iipi>e»r^  for  the  defense   and   pri>teetloa    of   tbo 

ilMvMa  of  the  United  Stotea. 

no  e«rarr,  tunm  the  e^ld^ce  and  after  coQalderliis  the  hrlafa  and  aiKuniotta 
I  if  ectitiiii^  on  both  BldeBv  iua)£e«  the  following 


.-..-*? 

n 


nirpnvGB  or  fact. 

I*  The  PortTiind  Cotopany  ffl  a  corporation  duly  tneorponted  mider  and  hi 
accoriUnce  with  the  lawa  of  the  State  of  Mmtne.  bavha^  Ita  place  of  husLueaa 
tt  Fortluiid*  Me.  Said  corporal  km  and  nil  its  riffie<*rfE  were  lo^al  to  the  Goreflt* 
Bi«f)t  of  the  United  Htfltes  througlioot  tbe  war  tuf  the  rebel]  Iod, 

II.  111  the  jear  1S*32  f.'lalmant  entered  lntr>  two  written  agreeoienta  with 
flanjaniln  ¥.  Isherwood*  Chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Steam  ^gtEkeering,  NaTy  Dcfiart^ 

hf  whicb  It  agreed  ti>  fnmfab  and  erect  In  the  United  States  Ktmraers 
and  PontfiOiUc  alJ  the  maobinejry  nee^»»rj  for  the  propuliifon  of  tlie 

til  eoniild^rntioti  of  the  stini  of  |82,iX)0  for  each  ve«raet ;  the  work  wait  to  ba 
completed  wlthlo  six  months  after  Aiigoftt  30*  1862,  provided  the  hulls  were 
placed  at  its  **oiJimand  within  four  nm\  a  hwlf  months, 

III.  Before  said  contracts  were  signed  it  was  found  that  the  working  draw- 
ings were  for  much  heavier  machinery  than  said  Isherwood  had  representPd  and 
that  the  cost  would  be  a  great  deal  more,  but  as  the  necessity  for  the  engines 
and  the  early  completion  of  the  steamers  had  been  strongly  urged  by  the  Govern- 
ment the  claimant  had  made  contracts  for  materials  and  machinery  and  had 
made  considerable  progress  for  carrying  out  the  work. 

IV.  In  pursuance  to  said  contracts  said  machinery  was  Installed  In  said 
steamers  and  delivered  to  the  United  States,  but  not  until  long  after  the  time 
called  for  in  said  contracts,  the  principal  delay  l>eing  caused  by  the  claimant 
l>elng  unprepared  for  the  manufacture  of  marine  engines  and  the  difficulty  of 
obtaining  labor. 

V.  By  virtue  of  a  resolution  of  the  United  States  Senate  therefor,  adopted 
March  9,  1865,  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  on  March  25,  1865,  ap|X)Inted  a  board 
of  naval  officers,  afterwards  known  as  the  Selfrldge  board,  to  Inquire  into  the 
cost  of  said  machinery  to  the  contractors.  The  claimant  presented  his  claim  to 
the  Selfrldge  board  and  the  board  thereafter  reported  that  said  machinery  had 
cost  the  contractors  the  sum  of  $80,867.46  over  and  above  the  contract  price. 

VI.  The  contract  price,  to  wit,  $164,000,  was  paid  to  the  claimant ;  and  there- 
after by  the  act  of  March  3,  1809  (30  Stat.  L.,  112,  1205),  the  further  sum  of 
$64,693.97  was  paid  under  and  pursuant  to  said  act,  which  in  respect  thereto 
reads  as  follows: 

'*To  the  Portland  Ck)mpany,  of  Portland,   Maine,   the  sum  of  sixty-toiir 
thousand  six  hundred  and  ninety-three  dollars  and  ninety-seven  cento  In  excess 
~  contract  price  for  work  done  and  material  furnished  in  the  oonstmetlOD  of 


PORTLAND   COMPANY.  8 

machinery,  engines,  and  boilers  of  tlie  United  States  double-ender  gunboats 
Agatoun  and  Pontoosuc  *  *  *  wliich  sliall  be  in  full  discharge  of  all  claims 
against  the  United  States  on  account  of  the  vessels  upon  which  the  board  made 
their  allowance  as  per  their  report.  Senate  Executive  Document  Numbered 
Eighteen,  first  session  of  the  Thirty-ninth  Congress    *    *    *." 

YII.  Said  claim  as  hereinbefore  recited  was  presented  to  the  Self  ridge  board 
and  was  thereafter  presented  to  Congress  for  payment  and  the  appropriation 
set  forth  in  Finding  YI  was  made.  Subsequently,  June  17,  1902,  by  resolution 
of  the  United  States  Senate,  Senate  bill  No.  1091  for  the  relief  of  the  claimant 
as  above  set  forth  was  referred  to  this  court 

Bt  the  Coubt. 

Filed  December  24,  1906. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  18th  day  of  December,  1907. 

[ssALil  John  BAinx)LPH, 

AaaUiani  Clerk  Court  of  Clainu. 


eora  Congress,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES,  j  Document 
1st  Session.      J  1  No.  409. 


PINDINQS  IN  CASE  OF  THOMAS  J.  SEEHORN,  ADMINIS- 
TRATOR OF  HIRAM  YOUNG. 


LBTTBB  FBOX  THB  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THB  COUBT  OF  OLAIMB 
TBANSMTTTINa  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THB  COXJBT 
IN  THB  CASE  OF  THOMAS  J.  SEEHOBN,  ADMINISTBATOB  OF  HIBAM 
YOXrNG,  DECEASED,  AGAINST  THE  XTNITBD  STATES. 


DxcBMBBB  21, 1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  b« 

printed. 


Court  of  CLAms,  Clerk's  Office, 

Washington,  December  19,  1907. 
Sib:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court,  I  transmit  herewith  a 
certified  copy  of  the  findings  of  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause,  which 
case  was  reierred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War  Claims, 
House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883,  known  as 
the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


(Court  of  CUima.    Congressional  case  No.  7320.    Thomas  J.  Seehom,  administrator  of  the  estate  of 
Hiram  Young,  deceased,  v.  The  United  States.] 

STATEMENT  OF  CASE. 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  for  supplies  or  stores  alleged  to  have  been 
taken  by  or  fumished  to  the  militarv  forces  of  the  United  States  for  their  use  during 
the  late  war  for  the  suppression  of  the  rebellion  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the 
Committee  on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the  17tii  day  of  Feb- 
ruary, 1S90. 

On  a  preliminary  inquiry  the  court  on  the  16th  day  of  February,  1892,  found  that 
the  person  allesed  to  have  furnished  the  supplies  or  stores,  or  from  whom  they  were 
alleged  to  have  been  taken,  was  loyal  to  the  Government  of  the  United  States  through- 
out said  war. 

The  case  was  brought  to  a  hearinff  on  its  merits  on  the  23d  day  of  April,  1907. 

Messrs.  George  A.  i  William  B.  King,  esq.,  appeared  for  claimant,  and  the  Attorney- 
General,  by  Felix  Brannigan,  esq.,  his  assistant,  and  under  his  disection,  appeared  for 
the  defense  and  protection  of  the  interests  of  the  United  States. 

The  claimant  m  his  petition  makes  the  following  allegations: 

I.  That  he  is  the  administrator  of  the  estate  of  Hiram  Young;  appointed  on  the  2l0th 
day  of  Fetaiary,  1882. 


THOMAS   J.   8E£H0BF. 

II*  That  the  following  property  belonging  to  Hiram  Young  w»8  tikeu  from  him  by 
the  United  St^vlea  Army  and  used  by  tlio  snid  Army^  the  date,  placo,  and  commftna 
being  partirnlarly  stated  lx:low: 

In  JackEion  County,  in  the  State  of  Miseaiiri,  i>n  or  ahoiil  the  mouths  fTt>m  Juno,  1S62^ 
to  Jnty,  1863,  by  tlie  forces  of  tlie  United  *Sti\tt'Bf  namely^  the  comnmnda  of  Colonete 
Budland  PeniclcT  to  wit; 

40  beef  cattle,  1,000  pounds  each,  40,000  poim da,  at  7  e*mls f2,800 

37  wflgon«,  at  $250  pach_.... .,,„ , „. ..„     9,250 

7,000  buflhcla  of  corn,  at  |L50  pt^r  bush<rls , ,.,••*.  10,050 

ToUl .---.... -.--  22,100 

III.  That  a  rkim  for  said  property  wae  iinm^fited  t-o  the  Qimrtermaster  and  Coiumia- 
aary  GeiieraU  of  the  United  Statra  Army,  the  iteme  of  said  elaim^  being  as  afore  elated. 
The  said  ckim  wa^s  not  allowed  becaufie  it  was  not  considered  that  trie  merits  of  the 
claim  had  bf  (*n  Batisfactorily  established. 

IV.  The  claim  baa  been  presentetl  to  the  Fifty- first  rnngress,  and  waa  by  the  House 
of  RepiesentAtives  of  the  said  Fifty- first  <N  ingress  referi'ed  to  the  Committee  on  War 
Claims  by  which  commitlDe  it  was  on  the  I7tb  day  of  February,  WjO,  referred  to  tliia 
court  for  a  finding  of  the  fact^  in  accort:tance  with  section  1  of  an  act  approved  Mut:3i 
3,  1BS3,  entitled  ''  An  act  to  afford  assistance  and  relief  to  Conirreas  and  the  Executive 
Departments  in  the  inveati^tinn  of  clainis  and  denjands  a^Ainat  the  trovemment.'* 

The  case  was  brou^'ht  to  a  hearing  on  tJie  merita  on  the  23d  day  of  Aprils  1907 »  Getirwe 
A.  &  William  B.  King  appearing  for  the  claimant,  and  Hon.  J.  A.  Van  OndS, 
assistant  attorney -genetulf  by  hifi  asstslant,  Felix  Bmnnigan,  eeq.»  appearing  for  thu 
defense  and  protection  of  the  interests  ot  the  United  States. 

The  court,  u[>on  th€  «vidence,  and  ccmsidering  the  biieift  of  couueel  on  both  i 
makaa  the  following 

FIKDIVQ    QT   FACT. 


I 

I 


The  evidence  does  not  establish  to  the  eHtisfactioD  of  the  court  that  the  pfoperty 
hetein  ci&ime<l  for  was  taken  from  the  clajmant's  decedent  as  alleged  in  the  petition, 
ftnd  hence  no  allowance  is  made- 

Bt  tbb  Cotmr* 
Filed  April  29,  1W7, 
A  true  copy. 

Test  this  18ih  day  of  December,  1907. 
[bsa):i4  John  Rani)O1,p0, 

Aiti*iUTU  Clerk  Conn  of  Chnm^ 


u 


60th Congress,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  (Document 
l8t  Session.      |  1   No.  410. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  JOHN  B.  FARRIS. 


LBTTEB  FBOM  THB  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  COUBT  OF  CLAIMS 
TBANSMTTTINa  A  COPY  OF  THB  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  COUBT 
IN  THB  CASB  OF  JOHN  B.  FABBIS  AGAINST  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


DscBMBKR  21,  1907.— Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

Washingtonj  December  19,  1907, 
Sib:  PuFSuant  to  the  order  of  the  court  I  transmit  herewith  a 
certified  copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War 
Claims,  House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883, 
known  as  the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistard  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Court  of  ClaimB.    CoogreMlonal  case  No.  2689.    John  B.  Farrls  v.  The  United  States.] 
STATEMENT   OF  CASB. 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  caae,  for  supplies  or  stores  alleged  to  have  been 
taken  by  or  furnished  to  the  military  forces  of  the  United  States  for  their  use  during 
the  late  war  for  the  suppression  of  the  rebellion,  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the 
Committee  on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the  6th  day  of  ^rch, 
1888. 

On  a  preliminary  inquiry  the  court,  on  the  2d  day  of  April,  1906,  found  that  the 
penon  tuleged  to  have  furnished  the  supplies  or  stores,  or  from  whom  they  were 
•U^^  to  have  been  taken  ,was  loyal  to  the  Government  of  the  United  States  tmrough- 
out  said  war. 

The  case  was  brought  to  a  hearing  on  its  merits  on  the  20th  day  of  November,  1906. 

Pennebaker  &  Jones,  esqs.,  appeared  for  claimant,  and  the  Attorney-General,  by 
Charles  F.  Kincheloe,  esq.,  his  assistant,  and  under  his  direction,  appeared  for  the 
defense  and  protection  of  tne  interests  of  tne  United  States. 

The  claimant  in  his  petition  makes  the  following  allegations: 

That  he  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States,  residing  in  the  countv  of  Barren,  in  the 
State  of  Kentucky,  where  he  resided  duriM  the  civil  war;  that  the  forces  of  the  United 
States  under  Capt.  H.  J.  Belt,  Forty-eighth  Kentucky  Infantry  Volimteers,  took  irom 
him  on  or  about  August  3,  1864,  one  horse  of  the  reasonable  value  of  |125. 


^ 


60thCohobbs8,  )  HOUSE  OP  REPRESENTATIVES.  J  Document 
IstSemon.      f  j    No.  411. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  MARY  STAFFORD  ET  AL.,  HEIRS 
OF  ALFRED  A.  WILLIAMS. 


UBTTEB  FROM  THB  ASSISTANT  OIiERK  OF  THE  COURT  OF  CLAIMS 
T&ANSKITTING  A  COFY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  COURT 

in  thb  case  of  mary  stafford  et  al. ,  heirs  of  alfred  a. 
wHiUams,  against  the  united  states. 


Deobmbeb  21, 1907.— Referred  to  the  Oommittee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to 

be  printed. 


Court  of  Claims,  CiiERK's  Office, 

Washington^  December  19^  1907. 
Snt:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court,  I  transmit  herewith  a  cer- 
tified copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War 
Claims,  House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883| 
known  as  the  ^  Bowman  Act." 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Court  of  Claims.  CongressioDal  case  No.  661.  Mary  StaflTord,  Maggie  Cooke  Williams, 
Nolan  Stewart  Williams,  Elsie  Williams  Fayrot,  Genevieve  Williams  McBride.  EhiDcan 
Cac«  Williams,  and  Ollre  Huntington  Williams,  heirs  of  Alfred  A.  Williams,  deceased, 
V,  Tht  Unitad  States.] 

STATEMENT  OF   CASE. 

Tbe  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  for  stores  and  supplies  alleged  to  have 
been  taken  by  or  furnished  to  the  military  forces  of  the  United  States,  for 
tbeir  use  during  the  late  war  for  the  suppression  of  the  rebellion,  was  trans- 
mitted to  tbe  court  by  the  Ck)nmiittee  on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Bepre- 
aentattyes  on  the  4th  day  of  March,  A.  D.  1886. 

On  a  preliminary  inquiry  the  court,  on  the  28th  day  of  November,  A.  D. 
1802,  found  that  the  person  alleged  to  have  furnished  the  supplies  or  stores 
or  from  whom  they  were  alleged  to  have  been  taken  was  loyal  to  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  United  States  throughout  said  war. 

The  case  was  brought  to  a  hearing  on  its  merits  on  the  28th  day  of  October, 
1907. 

Vedantus  B.  Edwards,  efipq.,  appeared  for  claimant,  and  the  Attorney-General, 
by  CSark  McKercher,  esq.,  his  assistant  and  under  his  direction,  appeared  for 
the  defoifle  and  protection  of  the  interests  of  the  United  Statea. 


MAHT   STATFORD   IT   AL* 

The  clfiinmutB  to  their  iietitlon  make  the  fu]h>wLnj;f  alle^tfons: 
Your  pclitionors,  M?iry  l^tafforfl,  ilnKgle  Cooke  WiinamHt  Olive  H,  Wllli/ituii, 
B!  sie  W 1  n  I  a  ni  s  I'li  v  rot ,  of  WVst  B  n  t  oi  i  Un^\]  e,  I^ , ,  Gei  i  e  v  t  e  v  e  W  U  Ha  m»  M  c  H  rlde^ 
D.  C,  Williamg,  and  N*  S,  Will  in  ms^  of  New  Mexico,  resfjectfnlly  r^T>reseii  t  : 

1.  That  they  ore  citizens  of  the  United  States  of  America  and  residents  nst 
aforesaid ;  that  Alfred  A,  WilUanis  dPimrted  tUls  life  September  1,  18(i3,  teavtng 
at  tbe  tlaae  of  his  death,  aB  his  only  heirs  at  law,  Jaaa^s  McCalop  Wllliaiue^  who 
died  November  17,  1S(17*  wltliont  Issue:  Mary  Williams  (now  Mary  SlafTordK 
and  Nolan  Stewart  Wililamg,  who  died  March  4,  li>OQ,  leaving  as  his  heirs  at 
raw  Majigle  Cooke  Wiiilams,  Olive  H,  Wiliiama.  Elsie  Williams  FaYrot.  Gene- 
vieve Williame  MeBrlde,  D.  C.  Wniiams,  and  N.  S.  WJiilams:  that  Alfred  A. 
Williams  was  In  his  lifetime  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  and  a  reeldent  of 
Baton  Houge,  State  of  Lousiana* 

II.  That  on  the  36th  day  of  Jime,  1802,  Henry  H,  Elliott,  first  Ileut^- 
ant,  Ninth  New  York  Volunteers,  acting  assistant  quartermaster  of  the 
United  States  Army,  pureliased  from  Alfred  A»  Willlains,  deceased » 

and  gave  him  a  voucher  for  6,868  barrels  of  coal,  at  $1.76 - .^*^_  $12«(yifl 

Utat  on  February  7,  1863,  there  was  paid  only .^      0,S@3 


Leaving  due  and  unpaid — - ^ „^^^ 5.151 


That  on  February  28,  1863,  T.  K.  Fuller,  captain  and  a  distant  quarter- 
master, United  States  Army,  piirciiased  from  said  Alfred  A.  Wl  Ilia  ma, 
deceased,  and  gave  him  a  voucher  for  19  njuies,  value  $100  each.^^ 4, 900 

That  on  December  4,  1865,  there  was  imid  only., ,^-. 4,100 


liCaving  due  and  unpaid . ^-•^__*__         800 


That  on  March  26,  1(^3,  E,  A,  Mo*ire,  captain  and  as.s^lstaut  Quartermas- 
ter, United  States  Army,  purchased  from  mid  Aifr^  A,  Will  lams,  de- 
ceased, and  gave  him  a  vimoher  for  400  bushels  of  com,  at  |X,____^ 4tti 

300  barrels  of  coal,  at  |t.25 —. . 375 


775 
That  on  December  2, 1863,  there  was  paid  only^«_,«„, ^_ .^^^         iSQ& 


Leaving  due  and  unpaid .^^^ 80 


That  on  March  31,  IS^,  EL  A,  Moore,  captain  and  assistant  qimrtcrmas- 
ter.  United  States  Army,  purchased  from  Alfred  A.  Williams,  de^ 
ceased,  and  gave  him  a  voucher  for  3,445  bushels  com,  at  |1  per 
bushel ..^ _.. .-__^ 3.  4I*S 

On  December  2,  1863,  there  was  paid  only 2,  75G 


Leaving  due  and  unpaid. 


That  on  June  9,  1863,  W.  E.  Nye,  Fourth  New  York,  lieutenant  and  act- 
ing assistant  quartermaster,  United  States  Army,  purchased  from  said 
Alfred  A.  Williams,  deceased,  and  gave  him  a  voucher  for  1,200  bushels 
of  corn,  at  $1  per  bushel 1,  20o 

Thaton  December  2,  1863,  there  was  paid  only 960 


Leaving  due  and  unpaid 240 

That  on  the  8th  day  of  June,  3863,  F.  G.  Pope,  captain  Company  D,  Forty- 
flrst  Massachusetts  Regiment,  United  States  Army,  by  order  of  Major-General 
Banks,  of  the  United  Army,  received  from  Alfred  A.  Williams,  deceased,  100 
bales  of  cotton,  and  gave  him  a  receii)t  therefor  (as  appears  by  a  printed  copy, 
the  original  being  lost),  valued  by  claimant  to  be  worth  $25,000. 

in.  That  said  claim  was  filed  before  the  War  Department  in  Febmary, 
1868,  but  no  action  was  taken  tliereon,  on  the  ground  that  the  payment  was 
prohibited  by  law;  that  subsequently,  on  November  7,  1871,  the  claims  for 
cotton  and  other  claims  were  presented  to  the  Commissioners  of  Clalma,  under 
the  act  of  Congress  of  March  3,  1871,  and  by  said  Commissioners  reported  to 
Congress  for  rejection,  and  while  the  same  was  pending  therein,  tbe  Com- 
mittee of  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Kei)resentative8  of  the  Forty-nlntb  Con- 
i        2r«6e#  on  the  4tli  day  of  March,  1886,  referred  aaid  claima  t*  tiie  Ooort  oi 


k^ 


ICABY  STAFFOBD  £T  AU  8 

Claims  for  a  finding  of  facts  under  the  act  of  Congress  approved  March  3, 
1888,  known  as  the  Bowman  Act 

IV.  That  the  claim  herein  set  forth  has  not  been  assigned  or  transferred,  and 
that  your  petitioners  are  the  sole  heirs  at  law  of  Alfred  A.  Williams,  deceased, 
and  the  sole  owners  of  said  claim,  which  is  correct  and  Just  That  neither 
Alfred  A.  Williams,  deceased,  nor  your  petitioners  gave  any  aid  or  comfort  to 
the  late  rebellion,  but  he  and  they  were  throughout  that  war  loyal  to  the 
GoTemment  of  the  United  States. 

v.  That  your  petitioners  were  minors  during  said  war,  Mary  Stafford  being 
only  18  years  old  September  1,  1863,  and  Nolan  S.  WiUiams,  the  father  of  aU 
the  other  petitioners,  being  only  15  years  old  September  1,  1863.  The  admin- 
istrator of  Alfred  A.  Williams,  deceased,  is  dead,  and  no  other  property  unad- 
mlnistered. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence  and  after  considering  the  briefs  and  argument 
of  counsel  on  both  sides,  makes  the  following 

FINDINGS  OF  FACT. 

L  The  legal  heirs  of  Alfred  A.  Williams,  deceased,  are : 

Mary  Stafford^  Maggie  Cook  Williams,  Nolan  Stewart  Williams,  Elsie  WU- 
liams  Favrot,  Genevieve  Williams  McBride,  Duncan  Cage  Williams,  and  Olive 
Huntington  Williams. 

II.  During  the  war  for  the  suppression  of  the  rebellion  the  claimants*  dece- 
dent sold  to  officers  of  the  Government  property  of  the  kind  and  character  de- 
scribed in  the  petition;  and  if  the  claim  be  treated  as  one  for  stores  and  sup- 
plies, the  decedent  has  been  paid  the  full  value  of  the  property  sold  by  him,  and 
no  farther  allowance  is  made  therefor. 

By  the  Coubt. 

Filed  November  4,  1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  18th  day  of  December,  1907. 

[BBALi]  John  Randolph, 

Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 

o 
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O.  BATEY,  AD5ITNISTRATOR  OF  JOHN  HAYNES. 


FROM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEBE  OP  THE  COTTBT  OP  CLAIMS 
ITTINQ  A  COPY  OP  THE  FINDINGS  PILED  BY  THE  COTTBT 
.u:    CASE    OF    W.    O.    BATEY,    ADMINISTRATOR    OP    JOHH 
J^S,  DECEASED,  AGAINST  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


L  21,  HW, — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to 
,  be  printed. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

Washington^  December  19^  1907. 
Ptirsiinnt  to  Jhe  order  of  the  court  I  transmit  herewith  a 
ie«l  copy  of  tlit*  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
ctti^  was  reforrcij  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War 
House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883, 
as  the  Bowman  Act. 
I  am,  very  re^spect  fully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hbm*  Joseph  G,  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


«*jMirt  of  €l«lia9.     CoDgrvHatooAl  No.  4440.     Heirs  of  Jobo  Ilaynen  r.  The  United  States.] 

This  cate  being  a  chslin  for  supplies  or  stores  alleged  to  have  been  tabien  by 

r  fumlabed  to  the  mliitary  forces  of  the  United  States  for  their  use  during  the 

flatiB  war  for  the  stipprt^wisUm  of  the  rebellion,  the  court,  on  a  preliminary  in- 

{Oltj,  fUlds  that  John  Hoyu«?s  the  i)er8on  alleged  to  have  furnished  such  sup- 

\m  Btores,  or  from  whom  the  same  are  alleged  to  have  been  taken,  was  loyal 

bi  GOfemment  of  the  Uaited  States  throughout  said  war. 

By  the  Coubt. 
Fil«<t  February  25.  1907. 


9i  astern.     CoaiTPMlontl  case  No.   4440.     W.  O.   Batey. 
ffarci«St  deceased,  r.  The  United  States.] 

STATEMENT  OF   CASE. 


administrator  of  John 


al>ovp-<?Ti titled  case  for  supplies,  or  stores,  alleged  to  have 

^jm       n1  to  the  military  forces  of  the  United  States  for 

a  wnr  for  the  suopression  of  the  rebellion  was  trans- 

ih(t  c*A«iniit  War  Claims,  House  of  ne^tewsoX*.- 


r 


I 


2  OEOBGE   Lf^   SHBBIPP. 

hiB    warrant    of   authority    being    herewitb    brought    into    court;    timt    nald 

deeeiJetit  was  diirinjr  the  late  war»  a  rf^i^iflent  of'  the  DiBtrlct  of  Columbia 
and  he  difl  not  give  auy  aid  or  comfort  to  the  said  rebellion  but  w&b  througchout 
ttat  war  loyal  to  the  GovFrunient  of  the  UDJted  States, 

That  the  followlujr  proi»erty  b  el  on  j^  lug  to  ReBin  Arnold  w«&  takeu  from  him 
by  the  Uuited  States  Army  and  used  by  the  said  Army,  the  date^  place,  and 
command  belne  particularly  stated  below: 

lo  Washington  County,  D.  C,  from  August  1,  1.S61,  to  November*  1S65,  the 
forces  of  the  United  States,  un tue)y,  Sickles'  brigade  and  other  United  StJatei 
troops,  to  w]t: 

i.  Foi'  rent,  70  acres  of  land  from  August  1,  1861,  to  NOTcmber,  186&, 

4  years  and  3  months*  at  ^ftfXI  a  ypar_. ^-. ,  $^12S.CN> 

2.  For  rent  of  a  house  and  l>arn  for  the  same  time .-,        S5O.0O 

3*  20  acres  of  timber,  ^5  corrls  iser  acre,  at  $4  per  eord 3,000.00 

i.  650  panels  of  fence*  at  SL50  a  panel ^_-^„^^_^ .^^__        0T5, 00 


Total  ,_ ^„^^_^„ ^^_,»— ,_. . t*  550. 00 

That  a  claim  for  said  property  was  presented  to  the  QuarteriDaster-Clener«l 
of  the  Tnited  States  Army  the  itcjus  of  sa!d  claim  being  as  aforestated,  and 
that  ofUclal  allowed  the  claim  in  fuirt^  as  it  was  not  considered  that  Ibe 
Clnimant  was  entitled  to  remuneration  of  a  total  amount  Ln  excess  of  the 
following ; 

%  For  rent  of  farm  and  dwelling  from  August  8, 1861,  to  June  30, 1865*  fl,  947. 22 

2,  8fX)  cords  of  wood,  at  $1  per  cord __. ^__. .^«. »_«        800. 00 

3*  45  cords  of  wood,  at  ^*50  per  cord l&T-  50 


Total-, .^ .^^ — „ -^-^_- 2, 904. 72 

That  the  claimant  now  petitions  for  the  payment  of  this  claim  In  the  amounts 
specified  on  the  ^ri^t  piige  of  this  i^tlilnn  ]o^^  the  amnnut  above  of  two  tbo^Mnd 
nine  bundrtHi  and  four  dollars  and  seveufy-two  cents  l^2,fN>4.72h 

That  the  said  claim  has  been  presented  to  the  Fiftieth  and  oth**r  Conirreeftea 
and  was  by  the  House  of  Itepresenta lives  of  the  Fiftieth  Congre^  referrnt  to 
the  CommEttee  on  War  Claims  of  said  House,  by  which  comaaittee  It  was  on 
the  l&th  day  of  June,  1K88»  referred  to  this  conrt  for  a  finding  of  the  fuel  a  to 
accordance  with  section  one  of  an  act  approvtMl  March  S.  1SS3.  entitled  **Au  *C!t 
to  afford  assistance  and  relief  to  Congress  and  the  Es  ecu  live  riepartmeiiti  bi 
the  i n vest ipit ion  of  claims  and  demands  against  the  Government.*' 

That  no  other  action  than  as  aforefiaid  has  been  had  on  this  claim  In  C>oii- 
gress  or  by  any  of  the  Departments;  that  the  claimant  Is  the  «ole  owner  of 
this  claim  and  the  only  person  interested  therein:  and  no  asslgrmient  or 
transfer  of  this  claim  or  any  part  thereof  or  Interest  therein,  has  been  made; 
that  the  claimant  is  justly  entitlwl  to  the  amount  claimed  from  the  United 
States  after  allowing  all  just  credits  nnd  offsets :  that  the  claimant  is  a  citizen 
of  the  United  States.  And  the  claijiant  believes  the  facts  as  stated  In  this 
petition  to  be  true. 

The  court,  ui)on  the  evidence  and  after  considering  the  briefs  and  argument 
of  counsel  on  both  sides,  makes  the  following 

FINDING    OF   FACT. 

During  the  war  for  the  suppression  of  the  rebellion  the  military  forces  of 
the  United  States  took  possession  of  and  used  the  lands  de8cril)ed  in  the  peti- 
tion almost  continuously  from  1S61  to  ]8r»5,  and  cut  timber  therefrom  and  used 
the  fencing  as  alleged  in  the  petition.  Tlie  reasonable  value  thereof  at  the  time 
and  placeof  the  use  and  taking  was  two  thousand  nine  hundred  and  four  dollars 
and  seventy-two  cents  ($2,004.72),  for  which  the  claimant's  decedent  was  paid 
through  the  Quartermaster's  Dcpartniont  under  the  act  of  July  4,  1864.  There- 
fore, no  further  allowance  is  made  in  claimant's  favor. 

Bt  The  Oouvr. 

Filed  February  11,  1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  18th  day  of  December,  1907. 

[aBAL.]  John  Randolph* 

Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  CMaia. 

o 
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W.  O.  BATEY,  ADMINISTRATOR  OF  JOHN  HAYNES. 


I.STTSB  FBOM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEBE  OF  THE  COTTBT  OF  CLAIMS 
TBAHSXITTIHa  A  C0F7  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  COTTBT 
IH  THE  CASE  OF  W.  O.  BATET,  ADMINISTBATOB  OF  JOHN 
HAYHBB^  DECEASED,  AGAINST  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


2if  1907.— Referred  to  the  CJommlttee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to 
be  printed. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

Washington^  December  19^  1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court  I  transmit  herewith  a 
oerfcified  copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War 
Chiims,  House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883, 
known  as  the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Court  of  Claims.     CongroKsional  No.  4440.     Hoirs  of  .Tohn  llaynea  r.  The  United  States.) 

This  case  being  a  claim  for  8ui)i)lle8  or  stores  alleged  to  have  been  taken  by 
or  famished  to  the  military  forces  of  the  T'niteil  Stat«»s  for  their  use  durlnj:  the 
late  war  for  the  suppression  of  the  rebellion,  the  court,  on  a  preliminary  in- 
QQiry,  finds  that  John  Haynes  the  i»erson  allejred  to  have  furnished  such  sup- 
plies or  stores,  or  from  whom  the  same  are  allejjed  to  have  been  taken,  was  loyal 
to  the  Govemment  of  the  United  States  throughout  said  war. 

By  the  Coubt. 

Filed  Ftebniary  26,  1907. 


(Coart  of  Clmlma.     Conffresslonal  case  No.  4440.     W.  O.  Batey.  administrator  of  John 
HayDes,  deceased,  r.  The  United  States.] 

STATEMENT   OF   CASE. 

Hie  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  for  supplies,  or  stores,  alleged  to  have 
beeo  taken  by  or  famished  to  the  military  forces  of  the  United  States  for 
tbeir  nee  daring  the  late  war  for  the  suppression  of  the  rebellion  was  trans- 
mttted  to  tbe  ooart  by  the  Committee  on  War  Claims,  House  of  Bepresenta- 
ttf«^  en  tlie  let  daj  of  Biay,  1888. 
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W.  O.  'BkTST. 


On  9.  prelim  fnar;  iDqulrj  the  court  on  tbe  25tb  tU?  of  Fdinuif?,  1907,  foond 
Out  tlie  person  aUef^  to  lure  famlebed  tlie  BUppliem  or  stcocs^  or  from  wImnb 
lli^  were  alleged  to  bare  been  tak&L,  was  lojal  to  thtt  QoTerttiiiait  of  tti^ 
United  Btat^  throiiglioat  said  war, 

ThB  c&^  waA  brongbt  to  &  hmrijag  on  Its  mcfrits  on  tb«  22d  day  of  Octolicr, 

€*  A*  and  F*  W>  Brsndenticu^  em^*  appeared  for  ciatmaot,  and  tbe  Attome;- 
General,  by  A,  C,  Camptvetl,  €«q^  bis  aEsif^ant,  and  under  bis  direction,  appeared 
for  the  defesaae  nnd  pmteetloi]  of  tbe  Interes^ts  of  tbe  Uoited  States. 
The  ^lalfttant  in  Ma  iieHtton  makgs  the  foiJowinc  :tU«gatlona : 
That  said  Jotm  Hajne^,  now  decMsed,  during  tbe  said  war  waa  a  ne^id^it  of 
Rutherford  County.  State  of  Tenaeflsee^  and  waa  tbe  owno-  and  poiK9Bor  on 
faiH  farm  In  said  county  and  State  ol  certain  qnartennanter  atmcfi  and  conunla^ 
Kary  auppHes,  which  in  the  aprin^  of  1863  were  seized  and  appropriated  to  tbe 
use  of  tbe  military  forces  of  the  United  States  then  stationed  and  o];terattii£  1b 
Bald  locatlQ^,  according  to  tbe  following  bill  of  items: 


1^200  bushels  of  com,, ^,*^ 

1^500  pounds  Of  fodder 


|T20 

^ IfiO 


Total 


The  eourtf  upon  tbe  evidence  and  after  tbe  coneidemtlon  of  brlefia 
bearing  tbe  arguments  of  tbe  resp^tire  counsel  makes  tlie  following 


—    WTO 
after 


Fr!»niIfO  0¥  FACJT, 

Dtirlng  the  war  for  the  supijres&ion  of  tbe  rebellion  tbe  military  forcee  of  tbe 
United  Stateflt  for  tbe  use  of  tbe  Army,  by  proper  autborlty,  took  from  tbe 
claimant's  decedent  In  Rutherford  County*  State  of  TenDeseee,  property  of  the 
kind  and  eb^ meter  above  described^  which  at  tbe  time  and  place  of  taking  wai 
reason  ft  bJy  worth  the  euro  of  six  hundred  and  seventy-five  dollars  (1675). 

No  payment  appears  to  have  been  made  therefor* 

Bt  xhx  Connx, 

Filed  October  28,  1907. 


A  true  copy* 

Test  this  16tb  day  of  December,  1907. 


JOBH    RAITDOUBt 


o 


k 


60thCohobbs8,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES,  j  Document 
1st  Session,      f  1   No.  414. 


FINDINGS  IN  THE  CASE  OF  WILLIAM  H.  DAWSON. 


LETTEB  FBOX  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  COTTRT  OF  CLAIMS 
TBAK8XITTIH0  A  COFY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  OOUBT 
IN  THE  CASE  OF  WILLIAIC  H.  DAWSON  AGAINST  THE  UNITED 
STATES. 


Dbobmbie  21«  1907.— Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered 

to  be  printed. 


Court  op  Claims,  Clerk's  OmoB, 

Washington^  December  20^  1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court  I  transmit  herewith  a  cer- 
tified copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War 
Claims,  House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883, 
known  as  Uie  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims* 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Court  of  Clalmfl.    Congressional,  No.  11272.    William  H.  Dawson  v.  The  United  States.] 

This  case,  being  a  claim  for  supplies  or  stores  alleged  to  have  been  taken  by 
or  famished  to  the  military  forces  of  the  United  States  for  their  use  during 
the  late  war  for  the  suppression  of  the  rebellion,  the  court,  on  a  preliminary 
inquiry,  finds  that  William  H.  Dawson,  the  person  alleged  to  have  furnished 
such  supplies  or  stores,  or  from  whom  the  same  are  alleged  to  have  been  taken* 
was  loyal  to  the  Government  of  the  United  States  throughout  said  war. 

Bt  thb  Ooubx. 
FUed  ICarch  26,  1906. 


[Court  of  Claims.    Concreaaional  case  No.  11272.    William  H.  Dawson  v.  The  United  States.] 

STATBinBHT  OV  OABK. 

Tbe  daim  in  the  above-entitled  case  for  supplies  or  stores  alleged  to  have 
been  taken  by  or  famished  to  the  military  forces  of  the  United  States,  for  their 
use  during  the  late  war  for  the  suppression  of  the  rebellion,  was  transmitted 
to  the  court  by  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatives 
OB  the  26th  day  of  January*  1904. 


I 


I 


I 


3  mXLlAM   H,    DAWSON. 

On  a  prelim  Id  a  r^  liiqt]tr.T  the  court,  on  tlie  26th  day  of  March,  1906«  found 
tbat  the  persoD  alleged  to  have  furnished  the  aupplies  or  stores,  or  fixini  whom 
they  were  nIloy:ed  to  have  been  takeu,  was  loyaJ  to  the  Governiaeot  cf  the  United 
States  throughout  iaifl  war. 

The  caf^  was  brought  to  a  hearing  on  Its  merits  on  the  29th  daj  of  October, 
190T. 

Mojers  and  Consaul  appeared  for  the  claimant,  and  the  Attomey-GenernI,  by 
F".  W«  Golltus,  esq.,  hts  as^fi^taut  and  under  his  direct lon»  appear^  for  the  de- 
fense and  protection  of  the  luterests  of  the  United  States. 

The  claimant  in  hl@  peUtlon  makes  the  following  allegations: 

That  he  la  a  citizen  of  the  United  States,  residing  tn  the  Oouotj  of  Moiiro«» 
State  of  Tennessee.  B 

That  durinjT  the  late  civil  war  petftiotier  resided  In  said  county  and  Stater  H 
that  during  said  war  the  United  States  military  forcea,  UTider  proper  authority^ 
tooli  from  petitioner  for  use  of  the  army^  i]nartermasier  stores  and  commisssnry 
supplies  of  the  kinds  and  values  below  stilted,  to  wit; 

516  bushels  of  com,  at  $1  [fer  bushel— _____^ _^ —^. f5M 

1  horse ^ ^-^^ , ,—. .^ -. .^^. * 150 

1|  tons  fodder^  at  |12  per  ton^^ .. ^ ««  1$ 

1,500  pounds  of  bacon,  at  20  cents  per  pound- , 300 

2,000  rails,  at  $3  per  hundred ----^, --,, . m 

100  dozen  bnndlea  oats,  at  2^  cents  (>er  dc]isen_____ _^^, ^ *^_  25 

200  pounds  flour ^-^ 14 


Total ^ 1,0S3 

The  court,  upon  the  erldence  and  after  considering  the  briefs  and  argtimenta 
of  counsel  on  both  aides,  nmkes  tbe  foJ lowing 

FIND  I  NO  OF  FACT, 

I*  louring  the  late  civil  war  the  United  States  military  forces,  under  proper 
authority,  took  ftom  claimant.  In  the  cminty  of  Monroe,  StHte  of  Tennessee,  for 
the  use  of  the  army,  property  of  the  kind  and  character  described  In  the  petl- 
tlon,  which  at  the  time  and  place  of  taking  was  reasonablj  worth  the  biud  ^ 
■Ix  hundred  and  eighty  dollars  ($680), 

No  payment  appears  to  have  been  made  tberefofp 

Bt  tbm  Ooust. 

FUed  NoTember  4,  1907, 

A  true  copy. 

Tefit  this  19th  day  of  December,  1907, 

[8SAL.]  John  Randolph, 

Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Clakns. 
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eOiHOoNOBBSS, )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES,  j  Document 
l9t  Session,      f  I     No.  415. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  WILLIAM  COHEN,  ADMINISTRA- 
TOR OF  ISADORE  COHEN. 


LBTTBB  FROM  THB  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  COX7BT  OF  CLAIMS 
TBANSMITTING  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  COX7BT 
IN  THB  CASE  OF  WILLIAM  COHEN,  ADMINISTBATOB  OF  ISA- 
DOBE  COHEN,  DECEASED,  AGAINST  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


Dbgbmbb  21, 1907. — ^Referred  to  the  (Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to 

be  printed. 


Court  op  Claims,  Clerk's  OmcB, 

Washington^  Deceniber  20^  1907. 
^  Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court,  I  transmit  herewith  a  cer- 
tified copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War 
Claims,  House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  8,  1883, 
known  as  .the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Court  of  Claims.     Conirresslon&l,  No.  6020.     William  Cohen,  admlnlatrator  of  laadoN 
Cohen,  deceased,  i;.  The  United  States.] 

This  case,  being  a  claim  for  supplies  or  stores  alleged  to  have  been  taken  by 
or  furnished  to  the  military  forces  of  the  United  States  for  their  use  during 
the  late  war  for  the  suppression  of  the  rebellion,  the  court,  on  a  preliminary 
Inquiry,  finds  that  Isadore  CJohen,  deceased,  the  person  alleged  to  have  fur- 
nished such  supplies  or  stores,  or  from  whom  the  same  are  alleged  to  have 
been  taken,  was  loyal  to  the  Government  of  the  United  States  throughout  said 
war. 

By  the  Ck>X7BT. 

Filed  January  8,  1905. 

[Conit  of  Claims.     Congressional  case  No.  6920.     William  Cohen,  administrator  of  the 
estate  of  Isadore  Cohen,  deceased,  v.  The  United  States.] 

STATEMENT  OF  CASE. 

The  daim  in  the  above-entitled  case,  for  supplies  or  stores  alleged  to  have 
been  taken  by  or  furnished  to  the  military  forces  of  the  United  States  for 
tlieir  use  dnrtaig  the  late  war  for  the  suppression  of  the  rebellion,  was  trans- 
mitted to  the  court  by  the  (Committee  on  War  Claims  of  the  Hoxisa  ol  I^^^ca^ 
MDtatlTei  <m  tbe  19th  day  of  February,  1899. 


whjjIam:  oohef. 


On  n  preUnUnarj  Inqulrj  the  court*  on  the  3d  day  of  Janimrj*  1905»  foun^ 
that  Oie  pereion  alleged  to  have  fumlBbed  the  suppltee  or  etoreft,  or  from  whom 
they  wtTe  alleged  to  have  been  taken,  was  loyal  to  the  Goverument  of  thm 
United  States  Ihrouj^hout  said  war. 

The  case  was  brought  to  a  hearing  on  Its  merits  on  the  21  at  day  of  November* 

Moyers  &  Consanl  appeared  for  clatmant,  and  the  AttorDey-O^tneral,  hj 
PranKHu  W,  Collins,  esq.,  hi^  assistant,  and  under  his  direction,  appeared  for 
tlldi  defense  and  protection  of  the  interests  of  the  United  States. 
The  claimant  In  Uls  petition  make®  tlie  following  allegations : 
That  ho  1b  a  citizen  of  the  United  States,  now  residing  In  the  elty  and  eooiitT 
of  New  Yorlc,  State  of  New  York ;  that  he  la  the  duly  appointed,  qualifledt  and 
aettDf  administrator  of  the  estate  of  Isadore  Coiien,  deceased,  late  a  resident 
of  tlM  county  of  Edsjecombe,  State  of  North  Carolina,  and  formerly  a  resSdeiit  of 
th«  8tat«  of  Te^ctm:  that  after  the  surrender  of  General  Lee,  to  wit  in  June, 
iSOQs  tho  United  States  military  forceSt  nnder  proper  authority,  took  from  said 
liOO0dtnt  and  converted  to  the  use  of  tlie  United  Stntes  Army,  qunrtermaHter 
itf>rpit  and  eoninilssary  supplies  of  the  kinds  and  Taiues  beiow  stated*  to  wit : 

3  wagujii*  at  $200  each — ^,    ^NJO 

Ift  mules,  at  fi:^  eacb^-„ _ ,... ,  2,000 

3  borstoM,  at  $125  each ^__ ^^—^^ , 350 

IS  idts  of  hanieBa,  at  $12,60  each 225 

Total *; ^— ^ — ~^. ^ ^  S,Q75 

Tlie  court,  upon  tbe  evidence  and  after  considering  the  briefs  and  arguin^its 
of  counsel  on  b^th  sldea,  makes  the  following 


I 


I 


rnvDii^^s  or  faot. 

There  was  taken  from  the  claimant's  decedent  to  Brownsville,  State  of  TexsK, 
by  tbe  mtlltory  forces  of  the  United  States,  for  the  use  of  the  Army,  l>y  prt>per 
ftulborlty,  property  of  the  kind  above  described,  which  at  the  ttme  and  pliu^  of 
taking  was  reasonably  worth  the  sum  of  five  hundred  and  thirty-two  d»!lara 
(♦632). 

No  payment  appears  to  have  been  made  therefor. 

Bt  thx  Ooubt. 

Filed  December  4,  190&. 


A  true  copy ; 

Test,  this  19th  day  of  December, 

[BBitL.] 


1!)07. 


John  Randolph, 
ABBistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims 


pi^^, 


«0thConorb88,  I  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES,  j  Dooumknt 
l8t  Session,      f  I     No.  416. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  GEORGE  L.  STULL. 


LBTTBB  FBOM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  COXTBT  OT  0LAI1E8 
TRAKSMITTIKa  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  COXTBT 
IN  THE  CASE  OF  GEOBQE  L.  STTJLL  AGAINST  THE  UNITED 
STATES. 


Dbcbmbeb  21,  1907. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to 

be  printed. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Office. 
Washington^  D.  G.^  December  20^  1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court,  I  transmit  herewith  a 
certified  copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War 
Claims,  House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1888, 
known  as  the  Bowman  Act 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Court  of  Oaimfl.     Congressional,  No.   10054.     George  L.  Stall  v.  The  United  StatM.! 

ThiB  case  being  a  claim  for  supplies  or  stores  alleged  to  have  been  taken  by  or 
famished  to  the  military  forces  of  the  United  States  for  their  use  during  the 
late  war  for  the  suppression  of  the  rebellion,  the  court,  on  a  preliminary  in- 
quiry, finds  that  George  L.  Stull,  the  person  alleged  to  have  furnished  such  sap- 
plies  or  stores,  or  from  whom  the  same  are  alleged  to  have  been  taken,  waa 
loyal  to  the  Government  of  the  United  States  throughout  said  war. 

Bt  thk  Coun^ 

FUed  February,  1902. 


STATEMENT    OF    CA8S. 

The  claim  in  the  at>ove-entitIed  case  for  supplies,  or  stores,  alleged  to  have 
beoi  taken  by  or  furnished  to  the  military  forces  of  the  United  States,  for  their 
use  during  the  late  war  for  the  suppression  of  the  rebellion,  was  transmitted  to 
the  court  by  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatives 
OQ  the  13th  day  of  February,  1900. 

On  a  preliminary  inquiry  the  court,  on  the  17th  day  of  February.  1902,  found 
that  the  person  alleged  to  have  furnished  the  supplies,  or  stores,  or  from  whom 
they  were  alleged  to  have  been  taken,  was  loyal  to  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  throughout  said  war. 


The  cate  was  brougM  to  a  bearing  oa  Ite  raerlls  on  the  22d  dav  of  Oet©h«T» 
1906, 

Q,  W,  Hott  esq.,  iMipenred  for  claimant,  and  the  Attorney-General,  bf  W.  W. 
Scott,  esq.,  his  aBsistant,  and  inid^r  his  direction,  appeared  for  the  defense  and 
protection  of  the  liitereetfi  of  the  United  States. 

The  claimant  in  his  petition  makes  the  following  allegaHone : 

That  he  ts  a  citizen  of  the  United  States,  reeldtug  in  Freilerlck  County*  Md., 
where  he  rcskled  during  tJie  late  civil  war:  that  at  dlfTereiit  times  during  said 
period  the  military  forces  of  the  United  Slates*  by  proper  authority,  took  from 
hJm  In  said  county  and  State  certain  quartermaster  stores  and  appropriated 
the  aanie  to  the  use  of  the  Army,  as  follows : 

Item  1,  5  tons  of  hay*  at  $20- ^^__^^^ .^,, flOO 

Item  2.  250  bushels  of  onts^  at  HO  centB_„ _._.. 200 

Item  3,  100  bushels  of  wheat,  at  $2M ^ 250 

Total . . . ,. „„__ ,, _^_  |S50 

(Taken  about  June  27,  18CS3h  by  General  M*»ade*s  command^  * 

The  court,  uiwa  the  evt  deuce,  at  id  after  c^jnsidering  the  briefs  and  argumenta 
of  counse]  on  hotb  sldee^  makes  the  following 

rrnnrifoa  of  faot. 

There  was  taken  from  the  chiimiint,  in  the  county  of  Frederick,  State  of 
Maryland,  during  the  war  for  the  E^uppree^ston  of  the  rebellion,  by  the  mtlliary 
forces  of  the  United  ^States,  by  projjer  auttmrlty,  for  the  use  of  the  Amiy» 
propeity  of  the  kind  and  character  above  described,  which  was  then  and  there 
reaaonably  worth  the  sum  uf  two  huudred  dollars  (|15<X>.00),  for  whtdi  no 
payment  appears  to  have  been  made. 

Br  TRE  CovtOL 

Filed  October  29,  lOOft. 


r 


A  true  copy. 

Test  tills  l&th  day  of  Det-ember,  1006. 


JORW  HAmioLrR« 
Axsitfant  CUrk  Comrt  of  OMnm, 


L 


60th  CoNOBBflS, )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  (Document 
l8t  SeMton.      f  "I  No.  417. 


OPINION  OF  COURT  OF  CLAIMS  IN  CASE  OF  EDWARD 

CAHALAN. 


LBTTEB  ntOM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEIIK  OF  THE  COUBT  OF  CLAIICS 
TBAHSMXTTING  A  COPY  OF  THE  OPINION  OF  THE  COUBT  IN  THE 
CASE    OP   EDWABD   CAHAI<AN   AGAINST    THE    UNITED    STATES. 


Dbobmbse  ZL,  1907.— Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to 

be  printed. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

Washington,  December  19,  1907. 
Sib  :  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court,  I*  transmit  herewith  a  cer- 
tified copy  of  the  opinion  of  the  court  filed  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  resolution  of  the  House 
of  Representatives  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1887,  known  as  ttie 
Tucker  Act 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Court  of  Claims.     Congressional,   No.    12227.     Decided   March   18,   1007.     Bdward 
Cahalan  r.  The  United  States.] 

Baknkt,  Js,  delivered  the  opinion  of  the  court. 

On  December  4,  1905,  there  was  introduced  in  the  House  of  Representatives 
a  biU  for  the  relief  of  the  clniumnt,  as  follows: 

"Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United 
States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled.  That  Edward  Cahalan,  of  Saint  Louis, 
Missouri,  be,  and  be  is  hereby,  authorized  and  empowered  to  bring  suit  in  the 
Ck>art  of  Claims,  and  said  court  is  hereby  authorized  and  empowered  to  hear 
and  determine  according  to  law  and  equity  the  amount  of  compensation  due 
the  said  Edward  Cahalnn  for  the  use,  damage,  and  detention  of  the  steamer 
J,  H.  Dickey  by  the  United  States  authorities  during  the  late  war,  and  the 
court  shall  hear  and  consider  the  new  testimony  and  any  other  proper  testi- 
mony which  may  be  offered  at  the  trial  by  the  claimant,  and  the  testimony  con- 
sidered by  the  court  in  the  original  trial,  as  reported  in  the  Sixth  Court  of 
Claims  Reports,  page  four  hundred  and  fifty-three,  so  far  as  the  same  may  be 
applicable  to  the  new  trial,  shall  also  be  available." 

Tho^after,  and  daring  the  same  Congress,  said  bill,  with  all  accompanying 
papers,  was  referred  to  this  court  for  findings  of  fact  under  the  act  of  March 
8^  1887»  cominonly  known  as  the  Tucli^er  Act, 


BDWAED   CAHAIAl 


It  ts  eontendM  by  the  ^efeudaut^  thut  tJila  eoiirt  1b  wlthotit  jurlsdletlon  tc 
make  findings  In  this  case  under  said  refi-rence,  for  tlie  reason  tbat  tlie  bill  re- 
ferred to  does  not  come  within  the  ]tro virions  of  euld  act.  Section  14  of  tbe 
Tucker  Act,  under  wlilch  the  reference  was  made,  provides : 

*^  Tbiit  whenever  any  bill,  except  for  a  pr^nslon^  sball  be  pending  In  eitli^ 
House  of  Congress,  providing  for  the  pnjment  of  a  claim  a^ralnst  the  United 
Rtatesi,  legal  or  equl^uble^  or  for  a  grnnt*  gift,  or  bounty  to  any  person,  tlie 
TIoLisc  hi  which  mich  bill  ii  pending  may  refer  the  same  to  the  Court  of 
Claims,"  etc. 

The  foregoing  section  of  the  Tucker  Act  has  fre^ineiitly  been  before  this 
court  for  consideration,  and  an  Inclination  has  been  shown  to  give  It  a  very 
liberal  construction ;  but  we  do  not  feel  dis[>o9ed  at  this  time  to  go  any  further 
In  that  direction.  In  order  to  come  within  the  prorlf^ionH  of  the  act  It  muBt  ap* 
pear,  tiiferejitlally  at  Ieast>  that  some  m*^asnre  Is  pending  before  Congress  Id- 
vol V lug  the  [mynient  of  some  kind  of  clium,  tyrant,  gift,  or  bounty,  about  which 
It  deisires  lnformatk)n  from  this  court  to  eiiable  It  to  act  with  better  discretion. 
itiellah  V.  The  United  Btatc»,  39  C,  Cls,  R„  t^fG;  Leahy  v.  The  Unitca  State4,  41 
C,  CIS.  R.,  265.) 

In  tlie  llrst  of  the  cases  referred  to  the  bill  was  one  authorizing  the  Secretary 
Of  War  to  luveKtlgale  and  retJort  to  Congress,  and  was  evidently  referred  to 
the  court  by  mistake.  In  the  Leahy  case  cited^  the  bill  on  it§  face  expres&lj 
author! seed  the  court  to  adjudicate  the  chilm  under  seetloii  14  of  the  Tucker 
Ac^  so  that  if  the  bill  had  become  a  law  the  court's  power  would  have  be«9i 
jlmlteii  to  finding  the  facts  under  said  swtion  14.  In  the  present  case  the  blU 
is  one  authorizing  the  clalnjant  to  bring  suit  in  the  Court  of  Claims  for  adjudi- 
cttllon  accui'ding  to  law  and  equity,  I,  e.,  to  determine  whether  he  had  a  claim, 
iO  that  hud  this  bill  become  a  law  the  court  w^onld  have"  been  autborij&ed  to 
teildif  Jndgnjent  for  or  against  the  claimant.  It  is  not  a  claim  or  a  bill  for  the 
ftajftueht  of  a  claim,  or  for  a  gi^aut,  gift,  or  bouuty  pending  In  Congress.  On  the 
coutniry.  It  is  a  bill  to  take  the  claim  out  of  the  domain  of  Congress  and  refer 
It  to  tills  cotirt  for  final  adjudication.  The  reference  Is  In  effect  calling  ni>on 
this  court  to  exercise  hj  advance  the  lesser  Judicial  function  of  finding  the  factx 
In  a  case  which,  if  the  blU  passes  and  becomes  a  law,  later  it  will  be  called  upon 
to  **hear  and  determine/''  It  is  not  seen  how  this  exercise  of  an<i  a  function 
can  (HJselbly  be  of  any  assistance  to  Congress  In  the  conslderatlao  of  the  bill  tn 
queutlon* 

We  do  not  believe  that  the  most  liberal  construction  of  the  Tucker  Act  gi\m 
this  court  Jurisdiction  of  the  reference  of  such  a  blllf  and  hmice  the  petition  li 
dlsutlfl»ed* 

Bt  thm  Ooits^ 

Filed  March  18,  1907, 


I 
I 


* 


A  true  copy. 

Test  this  18th  day  of  December,  1907. 

[6£AL.l 

o 


John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Clakns. 


jipt-^ 


60th  CoNORifiSS, )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  (Document 
Ist  Session,      f  (  No.  418. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  SLOOP  FOX. 


IXTTEBS  FSOM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  COURT  OF  CLAIMS 
TSAKSMITTINa  A  COPY  OF  THE  CONCLUSIONS  OF  LAW  AND  OF 
FACT  IN  THE  FBENCH  SPOLIATION  CASES  BELATING  TO  THE 
SLOOP  FOX,  NATHANIEL  DENNIS,  MASTES. 


Dboimbbb  21,  1907. — ^Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  of  Claims, 
Washington^  D.  C.^  December  20^  1907. 
Snt:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit  here- 
with the  findings  of  fact  and  conclusions  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of 
January  20,  1885,  in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  an- 
nexed midings  by  the  court  relating  to  the  vessel  sloop  Fox^  Nathaniel 
Dennis,  master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  EANooiiPH, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


CGonrt  of  Claims.   French  SDollatlons.    Act  of  January  20,  1885 ;  28  Stat.  L.,  283.    Vol.  1, 
Sapplement  to  B.  8.,  2a  ed.,  471.     Vessel  sloop  Fox,  Nathaniel  Dennis,  master.] 

Ma  of 
cue.  Claimant 

40.    Bdmnnd  D.  CkxHman,  administrator  of  William  Qray,  v.  The  United 

States. 

1039.    Brooks  Adams,  administrator  of  Peter  0.  Brooks,  v.  The  United  States. 

1651.    George  G.  King,  administrator  of  Crowell  Hatch,  v.  The  United  States. 

PRELIMINABT  STATEMENT. 

These  cases  were  tried  before  the  Ck)urt  of  Claims  on  the  7th  day  of 
November,  1907. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  William  T.  S.  Curtis,  Theodore  J. 
Pickett,  and  Charles  W.  Clagett,  esqrs.,  and  the  United  States,  defendants,  by 
the  Attorney-General,  through  his  assistant  in  the  Department  of  Justice, 
John  W.  Trainer,  esq.,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney-General  J.  A.  Van 
OrsdeL 

FINDINGS  OF  FACT. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence  and  after  hearing  the  arguments  and  consider- 
ing the  same  with  the  briefs  of  counsel  on  each  side,  determine  the  facts  to  be 
as  follows: 

L  The  sloop  Fox^  whereof  Nathaniel  Dennis  was  master,  sailed  on  «.  co 
mcrdal  voyage  Jnne  20,  1798,  from  Ipswich,  Mass.,  boxing  to  \Xi<&  v^tt  ^1 


tintco,  witb  a  cargo  consisting  of  cc*fUi8lj,  wood,  oil,  beef,  etc.  On  July  4,  1T9S, 
while  peacefully  pursiiitig  said  voyage,  ^be  whs  seized  on  tbe  liigb  seas  by  tbe 
Frencb  privateer  Le  Pellet  ier,  Capt.  Pierre  Mounier,  and  conducted  into  the 
port  of  Basseterre^  \n  the  Island  of  Guadaloupe.  Tberenfter,  oil  tbe  28tli  dny 
of  July,  17&8  (Thermidor  4»  year  6)^  eaid  vessel  and  cargo  were  eondemDed  by 
tbe  tribunal  of  commer<!e  sitting  at  Btisseterre  on  tbe  following  grouud : 

■*  TLat  on  boju'd  tbe  American  sloop  Fdi^  were  foimd  neither  invoice,  bill  of 
ladings  nor  r61e  d'^4\Upnge," 

il.  Tbe  sloop  Foi^  was  a  duly  registered  vessel  of  tbe  United  States  of  7B 
tons  burthen,  built  at  IptswLeb,  Mass.^  in  the  year  17S5,  registered  at  8u1eiD  ha 
the  year  1794,  and  owned  ioteiy  by  John  Heard  and  Jonathan  Ingers^^i],  cltl- 
zeu£4i  of  tbe  United  States. 

ItL  The  cargo  of  the  sloop  Fom  at  the  time  of  capture  ccmsisted  of  eodHahp 
woiMl^  oil,  beef,  etc.,  but  tbe  value  and  ownership  of  the  sonje  do  not  apiM^ar. 

IV*  July  19,  1T9S,  John  Heard  and  Jonathan  lugereoll  obtained  a  iN»licy  of 
in?*ui-ance  la  the  otBce  of  Peter  C,  Rrooks  to  tbe  amount  of  |2,00<i  on  the  said 
sloop  Ftij^t  paying  therefor  a  premium  of  33 J  iier  cent,  Tbe  underwriters,  aU 
of  whouj  were  cltlzeas  of  the  United  States,  who  underwrote  the  said  inaur- 
aace,  each  In  the  amount  set  opi}osite  his  name,  were  as  follows: 


William  Gray,  Jr__ 
William  Smith 


$000 
4()0 


CroweU  Hateli . 
Galeb  Hopkins.. 


-  $400 

-^^ 3D0 


Benjamin  Bussey. .^^ ^^^^^     400 

January  24,  17U9,  said  Insurers  duly  paid  tbe  said  Insured  the  stim  of  $2,000, 
It^ing  in  full  for  a  total  lo?s  on  said  riollcy,  and  a  loss  lo  each  of  said  nnderwrlt- 
P«rB  of  the  amount  underwritten  by  them  respectively,  by  reason  of  the  capture 
and  condemnation  as  aforesaid. 

There  was  also  Included  In  (be  above  policy  an  Insurance  on  tbe  cargo  of  lald 
vettsei*  but  Et  not  Appearing  who  were  the  ow^ners  of  said  cargo  or  of  tbe  value 
tber4i?of^  no  recovery  can  be  bud  therefor,  nor  Is  the  neutrality  of  said  cargo  shown. 

V.  Mter  Hjjjd  payn;eat,  to  wit.  December  8.  1801,  the  admin tjJtrator  of  tbe 
estate  of  (1^1  eb  Hopkins,  in  consideration  of  J^,000,  transferred  to  Peter  1\ 
Brooks  all  tbe  Interest  of  said  Hopkins^  with  Its  advantages  nnd  dtandrnntage^, 
as  an  underwriter  In  said  Brooks's  office. 

After  said  jmymentj  to  wlt»  Decern l^er  IfJ,  ISOl,  for  and  In  oonsldenitioo  ol 
Bi715.oO|  and  tbe  assumption  of  nil  respoUBibllity  of  WtUlnm  Smith  a«(  an 
Itnsurer  in  tbe  ortice  of  Feter  C,  Brooks,  stiid  Smith  assigned  to  said  Brooks  nil 
bla  tutereat  In  said  business. 

After  said  pa  3- a  unit,  to  wtt.  Fet>ruary  15,  1S05,  for  and  in  considerntloii  of 
$10,000,  and  the  a^Humption  of  all  resrK)natblllty  of  Benjamin  BusMey  oa  aii 
Insurer  in  the  otlice  of  Peter  C,  Brookw,  said  Buswey  nssigiUHl  to  said  BriM>ka 
all  his  Interest  in  and  to  said  business. 

The  claimants  have  produced  letters  of  administration  on  the  estates  of  the 
imrties  for  whom  they  appear,  and  have  otherwise  proved  to  the  satisfaction  of 
tbe  court  that  the  persons  for  whose  estates  they  have  filed  claims  are  in  fact 
the  same  persons  who  suffered  loss  by  reason  of  the  seizure  and  condemnatioD 
of  the  sloop  FoXj  as  set  forth  in  the  preceding  findings. 

Said  claims  were  not  embraced  in  the  convention  between  the  United  States 
and  the  Republic  of  France  concluded  on  the  30th  of  April,  1803.  They  were 
not  claims  growing  out  of  the  acts  of  France  allowed  and  paid  in  whole  or  in 
part  under  the  provisions  of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States  and  Spain, 
coiicluded  on  the  22d  of  February,  1819,  and  were  not  allowed  in  whole  or  in 
part  under  tbe  provisions  of  tbe  treaty  between  the  United  States  and  France 
of  the  4th  of  July,  1831. 

The  claimants,  in  their  rei)resentative  capacity,  are  the  owners  of  said  claimi, 
which  have  never  been  assigned  except  as  aforesaid. 

CONCLUSIONS  OF  LAW. 


The  court  decides  as  conclusions  of  law  that  said  seizure  and  condemnatioo 
were  Illegal,  and  the  owners  and  insurers  had  valid  claims  of  indemnity 
therefor  upon  the  French  Government  prior  to  the  ratification  of  the  conventioD 
l)etween  the  United  States  and  the  French  Republic,  concluded  on  the  30th  day 
of  September,  1800;  that  said  claims  were  relinquished  to  France  by  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  l)y  said  treaty  in  part  consideration  of  tbe 
raUDQOisbment  of  certain  national  claims  of  France  against  the  United  States; 
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and  that  the  claimants  are  entitled  to  the  following  sums  from  the  United 

States: 

Edmund  D.  Codman,  administrator  of  William  Gray,  jr.,  six  hundred 

dollars   .  $600. 00 

Brooks  Adams,  administrator  of  Peter  C.  Brooks,  one  thousand  dollars.  1, 000. 00 

George  G.  King,  administrator  of  Crowell  Hatch,  four  hundred  dollars.  400. 00 


Amounting  in  all  to  two  thousand  dollars 2, 000. 00 

No  persons  claiming  to  represent  the  owners  of  the  vessel  and  cargo  have 
appeared  herein. 

By  the  Ck>UBT. 
FUed  December  2,  1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  20th  day  of  December.  1907. 

[■BALi]  John  Randolph, 

Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 


COthCongbbss,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES,  j  Document 
l9t  Session.      )  (   No.  439. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  SCHOONER  TWO  COUSINS. 


LBTTBB  FBOM  THB  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  COUBT  OF  CLAIMS 
TBANSHITTINa  A  COPY  OF  THE  CONCLUSIONS  OF  LAW  AND  OF 
FACT  IN  THB  FBENCH  SPOLIATION  CASES  BELATING  TO  THE 
8GHOONEB  TWO  COUSINS,  ELUAB!  DEVALL,  MASTEB. 


Januast  6,'  1908. — ^Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 


CouBT  OP  Claims, 
Washingtony  D.  (7.,  December  SI,  1907. 
Snt:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit  here- 
with the  conclusions  of  fact  and  of  law  and  opinion  of  the  court  filed 
under  the  act  of  January  20, 1885,  in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set 
out  in  the  annexed  findings  by  the  court  relating  to  the  vessel  schooner 
Two  Oousins,  Elijah  DevsJl,  master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yoiu^,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Glerk  Court  of  Gkmis. 
HoiL  Joseph  O.  Cannon, 

8 f  taker  of  the  House  of  Representaiives. 


fCooxt  of  Gtatmi  of  tlia  United  states.  Fveooh  Spoliations.  Decided  May  13, 1907.  Act  of  Janoarj  20, 
UB6b  n  But.  L.,  283.  VoL  L  Supplement  to  R.  8..  2d  ed..  471.  Schooner  Two  CouHm,  EUJah  DevalL 
mastar.  No.  MO.  Horace  B.  Havden,  administrator  of  David  H.  Convn^^iam,  surviving  partner  of 
Cooyii^uan,  NesUtt  A  Co.,  t.  Umted  States.  No.  1330.  The  President  A  Directors  of  the  Insurance 
Oompaiiy  o<  North  America  t.  United  States.] 

PBXUiaNABT  8TATSMBNT. 

Tliefle  cases  were  heard  before  the  Court  of  ClaimB  on  the  19th  day  of  March,  1907. 
The  dainiantfl  were  represented  by  Thomas  Stokes,  and  the  United  States,  defend- 
ants, by  the  Attorney-General,  through  his  assistant  in  the  Department  of  Justice, 
John  W.  Trainer,  esq.,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney-General  Josiah  A.  Van 
Ondol. 

CONCLUSIONS  OF  FACT. 

Hie  court,  upon  the  evidence  and  after  hearing  the  arguments  and  considering  the 
same^deteimine  the  facts  to  be  as  follows: 

I.  The  schooner  Two  Coimru,  Elijah  Devall,  master,  sailed  on  a  commercial  vovage 
on  or  about  February  11, 1797,  from  Jeremie  bound  for  Philadelphia.  It  appears,  crom 
the  master's  protest,  that  a  few  days  thereafter,  while  peacefully  pursuing  said  voyage. 
she  was  captured  on  the  high  seas  by  the  French  privateer  La  Maadelaine  and  manned 
with  a  niize  crew;  that  on  the  27th  of  February,  near  the  island  of  Cuba,  said  schooner 
met  with  a  Spanish  war  vessel,  the  Oloria,  which  fired  several  cannon  shots  at  her;  that 
the  nize  crew  ran  the  Two  Coiuins  aground  and  ordered  the  American  seamen  to  go  in 
tibe  mH  with  them;  the  master  refused  to  consent  thereto;  that  the  prize  crew  cut 
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i^way  the  fasts  of  the  boat  on  deck^  the  standing  and  running  rig^ng .  eunlc  the  ftndioirB, 

Iftad  abandoned  the  achtjoner  with  lier  An^eriean  flac  flying  as  afiir«iaaid ;  that  the  niAfitar 

-  iSEniined  command  of  tho  schooner  aftc^r  such  abandonment,  put  ihe  main  top^il  back* 

put  the  vessel  jibout  to  lee  ward  ^  and  in  a  abort  t  itue  got  her  off  from  being  ttgrciund, 

Shortly  thereafter  the  boat  of  the  Spanish  war  \'psael  reached  the  Bchooner  and,  taking 

her  in  tow,  carried  her  alongside  of  said  war  vessel,  where  the  master  waa  examined: 

that  after  the  Spanish  officers  had  left  the  schiMmer  the  master  called  his  CTew,  who  had 

been  forced  to  go  on  ahore  by  the  Frenchmen i  to  come  on  boards  with  which  command 

they  refuBod  to  coniply.    Thereupon  the  arhwiTier  was  taken  to  Habana.    The  French 

privateer  proceeded  to  Cape  Francoie  and  ohtiiined  a  condemnation  of  the  veasel  anci 

cargp  upon  the  ground  thftt  she  had  come  from  Jeretnie  in  \iohition  ol  the  decree  of  the 

commisirioD  of  the  executive  director)^  declaring  Jereitiie  to  be  in  a  state  of  si^ge.     He 

^appeared  at  Habana  and  claimed  the  e^^'hooner  as  his  pri/^.     Upon  trial  by  the  Siwiiiil!) 

rmuthoritiee  and  the  production  of  iaid  French  decree  of  condemnati'in  laaid  i^ormer 

and  cargo  were  delivered  to  the  t^nch  privateer  (each  party  being  required  to  pay  his 

own  costs  and  to  share  equally  the  costs  made  in  common)*    By  virtue  of  the  conflem- 

nation  by  France  the  veiwel  and  cargi>  becauie  a  t^>tal  lorta  to  the  owner  thereof. 

n.  The  Tu.^0  Coymjis  was  a  duly  regristered  vessel  of  the  United  Statea  of  80^  lotis 
burthen*  was  built  in  Somerset  County.  Md.,  in  1795^  and  was  owned  b^  David  H. 
Conyngham  and  John  M.  Neshitt,  com  posing  the  firm  of  ConjTigham,  Nesbitt  A  Co. 

II L  The  cargo  of  the  Two  Cov^itis  at  the  time  of  capture  consisted  of  coffee  and  wtA 
owned  by  the  firm  of  Conyngham,  Neshitt  A  Co.,  owneraof  the  veaseh 

IV.  The  loBses  of  Conyngnam,  Neabitt  *Jt  Co.,  by  reason  of  the  capture  and  oondein- 
nation,  were  aa  followe: 

Value  of  veBsel _. , „..  $3,200.00 

Freight  earnings. , ,_. *„     l,383.tS 

VaJue  of  cargo ,...__ _ ,»*.  Id^STS^tt) 

Amounting  in  all  to , 1?,  R12- 13 

Lees  insurance  received*. > * *,.>,,-...., ,    9^800100 

NetloBS.. , , ^012.1$ 

V-  March  9 J  1797^  Conyngham,  Neebiu  k  Co.  effected  insiurante  in  the  offiee  of  th« 
Insurance  Cxjmpany  of  North  America  on  the  f^rgo  in  the  sum  of  110,000,  paying 
therefor  a  prenuum  of  10  per  cent.  Theieaft^r  said  insurants  company  ]md  the  tttid 
inettred  tlie  sum  of  $9,800,  bein^  in  ftdl  fi>r  a  tulal  U^s&,  leas  an  alsatement  of  2  per  rent. 

Aj  the  aaid  insurance  waa  elfected  sriheequent  to  the  date  of  the  illet^l  c^pjurft, 
Trance  is  not  chargeable  with  the  premium  of  insurance  thereon,  and  hence  ou  i*p^ 
miiun  is  allowed  herein  against  the  United  8tatei* 

VL  The  finn  of  Conyngham,  Neehitt  A  Go.  ^fl«  compoied  eolely  of  David  H, 
Conyngham  and  John  M.  Nesbittj  said  David  H*  Conyngham  being  the  furvivor  of 
the  said  firm. 

The  Insurance  Company  of  North  America  was  and  is  duly  incorporated  under  the 
laws  of  the  State  of  Pennsylvania. 

The  above  claims  \^ere  presented  to  the  Commissioners  of  Claims  appointed  bjr 
authority  of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States  and  Spain  of  1819,  botn  of  whi<A 
were  diBallowed  because  of  insufficient  testimony. 

The  claimants  have  piodured  letters  of  administration  on  the  estates  of  the  parties 
for  whom  they  appear,  and  have  othen^ise  proved  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  court  that 
the  persons  for  whose  estates  they  have  filed  idaims  are  in  &m^  the  same  persons  who 
Buffered  loss  by  reason  of  the  seizure  and  condemnation  of  the  schooner  Two  Ootcjiiu, 
as  set  forth  in  the  preceding  finding. 

Said  claims  were  not  embraced  m  the  convention  between  the  United  States  and 
the  Republic  of  France  concluded  on  tho  30th  of  April,  1803.  They  were  not  daims 
growing  out  of  the  acts  of  France  allowed  and  paid  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the  pro- 
visions of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States  and  Spain  concluded  on  the  22a  of 
February,  1819,  and  were  not  allowed  in  whole  or  in  psot  under  the  piovisiona  of  the 
treaty  between  the  United  States  and  France  of  the  4th  of  July,  1831. 

The  claimants,  in  their  respective  capacity,  are  the  owners  of  said  daimSy  which 
have  never  been  assigned,  except  as  aforesaid. 

CONCLUSIONS   OF  LAW. 

The  court  decides  as  conclusions  of  law  that  said  seizure  and  condemnation  were 
illegal,  and  the  owners  and  insurers  had  valid  claims  of  indenmity  therefor  upon  the 
Frencn  Government  prior  to  the  ratification  of  the  convention  Mtween  UielJiiitad 


I 
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States  and  the  French  Republic,  concluded  on  the  30th  day  of  September,  1800; 
that  BSiid  claimB  were  relinquiflhed  to  France  by  the  Government  of  the  United  States 
by  said  treaty  in  part  consideration  of  the  relinquishment  of  certain  national  claims 
of  France  against  the  United  States,  and  that  the  claimants  are  entitled  to  the  follow- 
ing sums  from  the  United  States: 

Horace  E.  Hayden,  administrator  of  David  H.  Conyngham,  surviving 
partner  of  Conyngham,  Nesbit  &  Co $8, 012. 13 

The  president  and  directors  of  the  Insurance  Company  of  North  America, 
nine  thousand  eight  hundred  dollars 9, 800. 00 

17, 812. 13 

Amounting  in  all  to  seventeen  thousand  eight  hundred  and  twelve  dollars  and 
thirteen  cents. 

Peelb,  Ch.  J.,  delivered  the  opinion  of  the  court: 

The  facts  upon  which  the  decision  in  this  case  is  founded  are  set  forth  in  finding  1, 
the  material  substance  of  which  is  that  after  the  Two  Cousins  had  been  captured  by  a 
French  privateer  Uie  privateer  was  fired  upon  by  a  Spanish  vessel  of  war,  whereupon 
the  prize  crew  ran  the  captured  vessel  aground  and  compelled  her  seamen  to  go  on 
the  lx)at  with  them,  but  the  master  refused  and  remained  on  the  vessel.  After  the 
prize  crew  had  cut  away  the  fasts  of  the  boat  on  deck,  the  standing  and  running 
rig^ng,  and  sunk  the  anchor  they  abandoned  the  vessel,  with  the  American  flag 
flymg.  The  master  resumed  command  and  soon  got  the  vessel  off  from  being  aground, 
when  the  Spanish  war  vessel  came  alongside  and  took  the  vessel  in  tow.  Tlie  master 
of  the  Americ:  n  vessel  tried  to  get  his  crew  to  come  aboard,  but  they  refused,  and 
thereupon  the  Spanish  vessel  of  war  towed  the  Two  Cousins  to  Habana.  In  the  mean- 
time the  privateer  proceeded  to  Cape  Francois  and  obtained  a  condemnation  of  the  ' 
vessel.  The  captor  appeared  in  Habana  and  claimed  the  vessel  so  captured,  insisting 
that  he  had  not  abandoned  the  vessel  or  lost  sight  thereof,  and  produced  the  decree 
of  condemnation,  whereupon  the  question  as  to  which  was  entitled  to  the  possession 
of  the  vessel,  the  master  or  the  captor,  was  submitted  to  a  Spanish  court,  who  decided 
in  favor  of  the  captor,  and  the  vessel  and  cargo  were  delivered  to  him  and  were  sub- 
sequently sold  and  became  a  total  loss. 

The  single  question  is.  Which  of  the  two  nations,  France  or  Spain,  is  primarily  liable. 
The  capture  and  condemnation  of  the  vessel  and  cargo  by  the  French  were  both  illegal 
independently  of  the  absence  of  the  master  and  the  vessel  from  the  jurisdiction  of 
theorize  court  at  the  time  of  condemnation.  The  taking  of  the  vessel  into  the  port 
of  Habana  by  the  Spanish  vessel  of  war  was  not  an  unjfriendly  act,  especially  as 
they  had  forced  the  French  to  abandon  the  vessel,  and  the  master  was  unable  to  induce 
his  crew  to  return.  The  controversy  over  the  vessel  in  the  Spanish  port  was  not  as 
to  the  title  of  the  vessel,  but  as  to  the  possession  thereof,  which  was  clearly  within 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  Spanish  court. 

Respecting  this  question  Mr.  Justice  Story,  in  the  case  of  The  Tilton  (5  Mason,  455), 
said: 

**  Suits  in  admiralty,  touching  property  in  ships,  are  of  two  kinds — one  is  called 

■         be 


or 
,  the 

owner  the  possession  of  which  he  had  been  unjustly  deprived  when  that  possession 
has  followed  a  legal  title,  or,  as  it  is  sometimes  phrased,  when  there  has  been  a  pos- 
session under  a  claim  of  title  with  a  constat  of  property.  Until  a  comparatively  recent 
period  the  court  of  admiralty  exercised  undisturbed  jurisdiction  over  both  classes  of 
cases,  as  upon  principle  it  is  still  entitled  to  do.  *  *  *  No  doubt  exists  that  the 
admiralty  possesses  authority  to  decree  restitution  of  ships  wrongfully  withheld  from 
the  owners.    And  if  so,  it  ought  to  possess  plenary  jurisdiction  over  all  the  incidents. ' ' 

That  questions  of  prize  in  general  belong  to  the  capturing  power  there  can  be  no 
question,  and  this  was  the  view  of  the  court  in  the  case  of  The  L* Invincible  (1  Wheat., 
238). 

In  the  case  of  the  Brig  Alerta  (9  Cranch^  359)  a  libel  was  filed  in  the  district  court 
at  New  Orleans  by  a  Spanish  subject,  setting  forth  that  he  was  the  owner  of  the  brig 
Alerta  and  cargo,  and  that  while  on  a  voyage  from  Africa  to  Habana  in  1810  he  was 
captured  by  a  French  vessel  and  taken  into  the  port  of  New  Orleans.  The  libelant 
alleged  that  the  French  vessel  was  not  commissioned  to  capture  the  property  of 
Spsniah  subjects  and  that  she  was  armed  and  equipped  in  the  port  of  New  Orleans 
by  American  citizens  contrary  to  the  law  of  nations.  The  prayer  was  for  the  restitu- 
tion d  the  vessel  with  damages.  The  prize  master  admitted  the  capture  of  the  Alerta 
tm  lawful  prise  of  war  and  asserted  that  the  French  vessel  at  the  tune  of  the  captuie 
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_  J  legally  authorised  kj  rapture^  all  %  t^eet-b  and  tbeir  cargoes  beloDgJoe  to  tbe  eubjiTSi' 

of  Spartv  Mi?  en^mk«  Uj  France;  th^t  after  the  capture  he  was  rampvlled  tc*  etit^r  the 

port  of  New  Orleans  by  etrfSH  of  wratber.  owing  t^  tbe  inability  of  the  Attrla  U>  k**ep 

[tho  sea.    The  court  ht'lt>w  decreod  restitution  to  the  libelant  of  the  ship  and  cargo, 

find  that  decr^f!  wrs  alhrmed  by  the  Huprcme  Court, 

And  ft3  in  the  caw  of  the  Aitnj  Warwick  (2  Spro^^ucs  150)  the  t^urt  in  subfft&nCB 
held  that  a  priae  court  could  look  beyond  the  legal  title  and  deal  with  the  bi!tic<6clal 
interests. 

In  the  cnae  of  the  jschooner  Mary,  Thomas,  master  {%  Wheat.,  122,  129).  the  v^m^, 
commanded  by  Brttieh  mibjecta,  was  captured  by  the  private  armed  echoonw  Cocfrf, 
4TL  Americaii  vcsst-l.     The  convoy  under  which  the  Mary  sailed  wa»  in  eight  of  h^ r  &t 
the  time  of  her  capture.    The  Co^ift,  however,  canv*  up  U)  the  Mary  m  suddenly  th»t        ■ 
fihe  had  no  opportunity  to  make  rcaistanee  or  give-  notk*e  to  the  convoy  of  her  fmnsrt^r,       M 
On  the  next  nay,  ihn'Cafkt  axid  Manj  being  in  company,  the  Pan}  Jom4.  axt  nnnad       ' 
brig  bearing  sk\  ils  of  Engl  is^h  can  va^,  pursued  the  Marp,  tiTing  at  her.     The  prize  miator, 
being  convint'cd  that  it  was  an  English  cruteer,  left  ihf  Mory  for  the  ihore  aftiff  ihliGII- 
in^  over  her  anchor.     Within  ten  minutes  after  the  prijte  crf^w  had  left  the  Maty  the 
Bntish  master  hoisted  the  Encliah  colora  and  steered  the  BrhfHinf^r  t^iwanl  the  Paul 
Jonf^,  and  she  was  hoarded  by  a  boat  from  the  Fnnl  Jone*:  and  be i tig  informed  th>l 
the  Mory  was  an  English  voesrl  the  Paul  Jonea  immediati  ly  sloiul  off  frutn  the  hatA^ 
with  the  J/an/  in  company,  with  Knglish  colore  fiyini:. 

Libels  wen^  fded  againel  \\\v  Maru  and  her  cTjrgo  in  thr  dii*t  rit  t  court  for  tbe  <)t«imt 
of  Maine  by  the  master  in  br  halt  i>f  nimself ,  the  owners  iun]  cr^-w  of  th*?  Cadtt^  th^  CB4>» 
tor»  and  the  Mary  was  condemned ;  but  on  appeal  the  decre*?  wns  rrverstd,  thi?  cxiurt 
saying: 

*' We  aro  of  opinion  that  the  fads  stated  in  this  appeal  make  a  clear  caee  of  tortloisi 
disposaeesion  on  tlu>  pari  of  tbe  Paul  Jon^n.  TUr  privuUTr  Cadtl  had»  witli  grrftt 
gallantry,  captured  the  Mary  and  been  in  piissrsaitm  f>f  hf  r  half  of  a  niphl  an*f  dxy 
The  prise  was  ckise  m  upon  thi&  American  <:t>aflt  and  making  for  a  pi^rt  whicb  wa 
open  before  her.  It  was  not  until  the  ^upfrior  aiiling  i>f  the  Paul  Jonf*  made  tl 
manifest  that  the  pris'.e  muf<i  l>e  cut  off  from  this  port.,  and  vintil  she  bad  been  repeat- 
edly fired  upon,  that  the  prize  crew  abandoued  her  Tl»cre  exists  not  a  pretext  iii  cIm 
case  that  this  abandonment  wa^^  voluntary,  or  would  have  taken  place  but  for  liw 
hostile  appriiarh  of  the  Paul  Jonm,  Whether  the  ris  major  acted  upon  the  (onev  m 
the  feare  of  the  priise  crew  is  im  material  j  sin<e  actual  dispoewes^ion  ensued,     *    •     # 

**  W^e  are  of  the  tipinion  that  the  decisionfl  of  the  circuit  and  district  courts  should 
he  reversed;  that  the  pH^e  should  he  adjudged  to  the  Catkt,  and  the  t^ase  retixatided 
for  the  ai«ef*i!mient  of  reasonable  damages  in  favor  of  the  Oid^i.  Bnt,  coiiflideriiig 
that  the  prir.e  arrived  in  safety,  and  probably  in  a  more  set^ure  harbor  than  that  tor 
which  she  was  flailing  when  sei^.ed  by  the  Paul  Jon^s  (although  it  is  certainly  a  caa^ 
for  damageaK  we  are  of  opinion  the  damages  should  be  moderate.^* 

The  facts  in  that  case  are  quite  !*imilar  to  the  facts  in  the  present  ease.  Her©  the 
dispossession  of  the  b>ench  priviite^^Tr*  by  the  SpaiiL'^h  armed  vcsc?ei  was  clearly  tof- 
tioufl  as  agaiuKt  PVjnce,  but  il  was  Uul  tortious  act  againi^t  France  that  relea^d  the 
Two  Cousins  and  hence  as  against  the  United  States  was  not  tortious.  Nor  was  the 
friendly  act  of  towing  the  vessel  to  Habana  a  tortious  act  against  the  United  States, 
especially  as  the  vessel  was  without  a  crew,  except  her  master. 

As  the  Spanish  court  clearly  had  jurisdiction  to  determine  the  question  of  posBOS 
sion,  such  aecision  can  not  be  held  a  tort,  even  though  possession  was  restored  to  the 
captor.  Had  Spain  permitted  the  captor  to  resume  possession  of  the  vessel  and  sail 
her  out  of  the  port  of  Habana  without  judicial  determination  such  act  would  have 
been  a  violation  of  her  treaty  obligations  with  the  United  States  to  protect  American 
vessels  in  Spanish  waters,  and  a  claim  might  then  have  arisen  against  Spain  as  a 
jointfeasor  with  France. 

The  Two  Cousins  having  been  captured  by  the  French  privateer  in  the  open  sea, 
the  decision  to  restore  the  vessel  to  the  caT)tor  was  strictly  within  the  rules  of  inter- 
national law,  as  abandonment  of  a  captured  vessel  can  onlv  take  place  by  the  volun- 
tary act  of  the  captor  and  without  cause.  Hence  the  forced  abandonment  of  a  vessel, 
as  m  the  present  case,  can  not  be  regarded  as  a  desertion  thereof  by  the  captor,  nor 
would  a  belligerent  captor  undei^such  circumstances  be  deprived  by  a  neutial  of  any 
rights  they  might  have  acquired  by  virtue  of  the  capture.  {The  Mary,  Thomoi, 
supra.)  In  other  words,  in  the  langiia^  of  the  court  m  the  case  of  Mctknumgh  v. 
Dannery  (3  Dall.,  188,  198),  "In  detemuning  the  question  of  property,  we  think  that 
immediately  on  the  capture  the  captors  acquired  such  a  rignt  as  no  neutral  nation 
could  justly  inipugn  or  destroy:  and,  consequently,  we  can  not  say  that  the  abandon- 
ment of  the  Mnry  Ford,  under  the  circumstances  of  this  case,  revived  and  restored 
the  interest  of  the  original  British  proprietors.** 
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We  think  the  same  rule  may  be  applied  in  the  present  case;  Prance,  through  her 
privateer,  having  made  the  capture,  the  captor  had  plenary  dominion  over  the  cap- 
tured property,  and  that  right  could  not  be  diminisned  by  the  subsequent  forcible 
abimdonment,  even  though  the  act  of  Spain  be  deemed  a  capture.  ( The  Mary,  Thomas, 
9upra,  1  C.  Rob.,  135,  189;  The  Co»moj>olite,  3  C.  Rob.,  333.) 

if  the  captor  had  abandoned  the  prize,  iSpain,  when  her  vessel  of  war  took  posses- 
sion, woulci  have  been  entitled  to  salvage  {mcDonough  v.  Dannery,  supra),  but  Spain 
did  not  resard  the  vessel  as  a  deserted  one.  On  the  contrary,  the  Spanish  court 
held  that  the  captor  had  not  abandoned  the  vessel  and  was  therefore  entitled  to  pos- 
seesion.  If  the  action  of  the  Spanish  vessel  had  been  wrongful  as  against  the  Two 
CousirUy  the  master  of  the  latter  would  have  been  entitled  not  only  to  restitution  but 
to  damages  under  the  authorities  heretofore  cited,  but  no  such  claim  was  made.  On 
the  contrary,  each  party  was  required  to  pay  the  costs  he  had  made  and  to  share  equally 
the  costs  made  in  common. 

The  capture  of  the  vessel  by  the  French  privateer  being  illegal  was  a  tort,  and  the 
forcible  abandonment  of  the  vessel  can  not  be  taken  advantage  of  by  France  as  a 
defense  on  the  theory  of  the  primary  liability  of  Spain,  who  fort  ed  the  abandonment, 
as  Uie  captor  not  only  denied  the  abandonment  but  persisted  in  claiming  the  vessel 
by  procuring  her  conaemnation  in  French  territory  and  then  reljdng  upon  that  decree 
to  secure  both  from  the  Spanish  authorities  and  the  master  of  the  Iwo  Cousins  the 
release  of  the  vessel.  It  is  therefore  clear  that  France  could  not  set  up  by  way  of 
defense  that  because  Spain  is  liable  therefore  France  is  exonerated. 

Nor  can  it  be  said  that  the  facts  of  this  case  render  Spain  liable  at  all,  unless  she 
has  made  herself  liable  by  subsequent  treaties,  and  as  to  that  let  us  examine. 

By  the  treaty  of  Aueust  11, 1802  (8  Stat.  L.,  198),  a  l>oard  of  commissioners  was  pro- 
vided for  to  receive  all  claims  by  the  subjects  and  citizens  of  the  respective  nations  - 
claiming  ''compensation  for  the  losses,  oamages,  or  injuries  sustained  by  them  in 
consequence  of  the  excesses  committed  bv  Spanish  subjects  on  American  citizens." 

That  treaty  was  followed  by  the  one  of  February  22, 1819  (8  Stat.  L.,  252),  by  which 
Florida  was  ceded  to  the  United  States  in  consideration  of  $5,000,000,  to  be  applied 
by  the  United  States  in  exoneratine  Spain  from  all  demands  in  future  on  account 
of  the  claims  of  their  citizens  to  whicn  the  renunciations  contained  in  the  treatv 
extend,  and  by  the  ninth  article  of  said  troaty  the  respective  parties  renounced  "all 
claims  for  damages  or  injuries  which  they  tnen)8olve8,  a«  well  as  their  respective 
citizens  and  subjects,  may  have  suffered  until  the  time  of  sij^ning  the  treaty." 

On  behalf  of  the  Unitea  States  it  was  provided  therein  that  the  renunciations  should 
extend — 

"1.  To  all  the  injuries  mentioned  in  the  convention  of  August  11,  180t,  heretofore 
referred  to. 

**2.  To  all  claims  on  account  of  prizes  made  by  French  privateers  and  condemned 
by  French  consuls  within  the  territory  and  jurisniction  of  Spain. 

"3.  To  all  claims  of  indemnities  on  account  of  the  suspension  of  the  right  of  deposit 
at  New  Orleans  in  1802. 

"4.  To  all  claims  of  citizens  of  the  United  Stat(»s  upon  the  Government  of  Spain, 
arising  from  the  unlawful  seizures  at  sea,  and  in  the  ports  and  territories  of  Spam,  or 
the  Spanish  colonies. 

•*5.  To  all  claims  of  citizens  of  the  United  States  upon  the  Spanish  Government, 
statements  of  which,  soliciting  the  interposition  of  the  Government  of  the  United 
States,  have  been  pre»(»nted  to  the  Department  of  StAte,  or  to  the  minister  of  the 
United  States  in  Spain,  since  the  date  of  the  convention  of  1802  and  until  the  signa- 
ture of  this  treaty.^* 

No  ''losses,  damages,  or  injuries"  were  sustained  by  the  claimants  herein  by  rea- 
son of  excesses  committed  by  Spanish  subjects  under  the  treaty  of  1802. 

Nor  did  the  claim  herein  arise  under  the  second  or  third  class  mentioned  in  the 
treaty  of  1819,  or  under  the  fourth  class,  as  the  forcible  dispossession  of  the  captor, 
followed  by  towing  the  Two  Cousins  into  Habana.  was  not  a  wrongful  s<Mzure  at  sea. 
The  claim  does  not  fall  within  the  fifth  class,  as  it  is  not  shown  that  the  claim  was 
presented  to  the  State  Department,  as  therein  provided,  as  a  claim  against  Spain, 
prior  to  the  signing  of  the  treaty  of  1819. 

Bat  the  defendants  contend  that  because  the  claim  was  presented  to  the  commis- 
sionerB  appointed  under  the  treaty  of  1819,  therefore  the  claimants  elected  to  look  to 
Spain  and  by  that  act  released  France. 

The  claim  herein  was  not  a  claim  against  Spain  either  separately  or  jointly,  and 
therefore  did  not  fall  within  the  class  of  claims  renounced  bv  the  United  States. 
Hence  its  presentation  to  the  commissioners  under  the  treaty  of  1819  did  not  operate 
as  an  election,  as  an  election  in  such  a  caw'  presupposes  a  joint  liability.  France 
was  alone  liable  for  the  illegal  capture  and  condemnation,  and  continued  to  pe 


in  Iicflf  wrongful  act,  and  therefore  the  filing  of  the  claim  before  the  cotuML^Lon^n 
under  the  treaty  of  1819  and  its  diaallowanro  bt^causf*  of  insiiflicvent  t^timony  can 
not  avail  ob  a  defenBc  to  FniHce,  und  therefore  pot  to  the  United  Statea. 

Where  one  hfi^  inconaiatunt  righta  or  remedies  of  which  he  may  avail  hiftiaelf,  a 
choice  of  one  ifi  held  an  eleeiion  not  to  pureue  the  otlier^  Init  that  rule  doe^  ntil  appJy 
to  coexifltine  and  conaiHtc^nt  remedies*  (F.  C.  Annim  Mfg.  Co.  v;  Dt^ker^  SO  N,  \\,  8; 
N.  Y.  Landlmpnn'evwtit  Co.  v.  Chapman,  118  N.  Y.,  288) 

But  liere  the  question  is  not  one  of  ixiconaiiitent  reniedie©  or  rig:bte  a^inst  the  same 
party,  but  whether  two  imtions  are  liable  as  jinnt  tort  feasors  for  unlawful  captures 
of  American  vogsels  or  whether  Spain  is  liable  aepatiilely  for  the  loas  of  the  Tw9  Cbi*- 
itn»  and  her  cargo  by  reaaon  of  exceaaes  committed  by  Spanish  aubjecta  on  Amcncait 
citizens,  M  Spain  m  not  shown  to  have  aided  France  in  any  unlawful  way,  shi>  can 
not  be  charged  with  joint  liability  therewith »  and  as  the  act  of  Spain  was  nof.  tniUiwful 
aa  against  the  United  Stales  no  separate  liahHiiy  arf>Be  ngaini?t  her  in  favor  of  ibt-  cbim- 
anta;  and  hence  the  filing  of  a  claim  against  Spain  under  the  treaty  of  1819  under 
the  circumstances  vt  thw  ctiee  did  not  operate  as  an  election  releasing  Prance, 

In  the  case  of  the  RtUance  137  0.  CIb.  R.,  2B2K  where  the  vei^eel  wair  seized  in  Swedish 
waters  and  carried  into  a  Swwlish  port,  and  whiltt  there  condemned  by  a  Frt/Qch 
court  sitting  in  French  territ^irt^  ih<^  oniTi  held,  on  the  motion  for  a  new  I  rial  (41 
C,  Cls.  R.,  B7),  that  the  Umted  States  had  the  right  to  present  the  claim  eitbrr  to 
Sweden  J  who  owed  protection  to  the  American  ve^j^ei^  or  to  France^  who  aiti^c^i  th^ 
vesBel;  and,  further,  that  the  owners  had  the  right  to  ask  their  Oovenunent  V>  pros**' 
cute  the  claim  against  either  one  or  the  f>ther  offcndin;^  parties;  and,  having  tiled 
the  claim  in  the  State  Department  requefltinj^  the  United  States  to  a^k  Kst infection 
from  the  Swedish  tiovemment.  it  was  an  elettton,  so  iar  as  the  owners  i.fi  f  ho  vctfoel 
could  nnike  it,  to  hold  the  Swedish  Govemou'nt:  and  thirt  bc^in^j  true,  it  wa«  not  one 
of  the  cLiims  relinquished  by  France  in  considerwtitm  of  the  relinquishment  of  Frikoc« 
of  her  claims  agahiHt  the  United  States. 

In  that  case  the  sfiizure  was  in  Swedish  waters,  and  therefore  Sweden  by  not  pr^ 
tecting  the  vessel  violated  her  treaty  with  the  United  States,  which  rendereil  liur  i 
tortfeasor  with  France,  if  not  primarily  liable,  and  hence  the  owners  by  e hurting  to 
Icxik  to  Sweden,  it  was  held,  thereby  relinquished  their  claims  a^^jiinst  Franco, 

In  the  present  case,  aa  the  clami  was  never  <'ne  a^-ainst  ^^pain^  eiiher  0epar<»ldy  or 
jointly,  but  arose  by  reason  of  the  illegal  captvire  and  condemnsitinn  hy  Frunt^e,  it 
was  one  of  tlie  claims  released  by  the  second  article  of  the  treat v  of  l^^OO  i«  omstiileiii- 
tion  of  therreleaae  by  France  of  certain  claims  of  her  citizens  a|;:auiBt  tlie  Unile*l  St^te«. 

Spflin  being  a  ne'utnil,  her  wronj?  was  against  France,  whi^b  elie  judiciiilly  reco^ 
nijced  bv  decreeing  pfjeat^^ion  of  the  veasel  to  the  captor.  That  is  to  say,  tH*?  #f4ftif 
aim  of  the  captured  vessel  was  restonxl  to  the  ciipt or^  and  Hi*  dama^^s  were  cbim^ 
by  the  master  of  the  Tm'o  Cmmm  against  Spain  for  her  ac**. 

Even  if  tlie  master  of  Uie  privateer  had  dire<*ted  the  prii^e  inast«r  to  tJkke  ihe  cu^ 
tared  wpsel  into  a  Spnnish  j>ort.  it  would  n^tt  ha^e  h%^n\  im  illei^ij  act  f  Thr  //tm?n,  41 
C.  Ch.  R,,  12)*  If  not,  an<t  while  there  a  ritniriivr^rsy  h.\\[  .irip^cn  as  to  whow^i^  enti- 
tled to  the  pfjsseseion  of  the  crtptured  vew^^U  I  he  rinirts  <if  Spain  would  have  l»een 
open  to  adjudicate  that  question.  Nor  would  Spain  have  rendered  herself  liable  by 
permitting  tlie  sale  of  an  American  vessel  under  a  decree  of  a  prize  court  sitting  in 
French  territorv  {Ship  Star,  35  C.  Cls.,  387). 

Respecting  the  insurance  on  the  vessel  effected  subsequent  to  the  capture,  the 
court  in  the  case  of  the  schooner  John  Eason  (37  C.  Cls.  R.,  443)  held  that  where  the 
captured  vessel  had  been  insured  after  its  condemnation,  the  premium  therefor  was 
not  a  charge  against  France,  as  the  liability  of  France  was  limited  to  the  value  of  the 
property  at  the  time  of  the  illegal  seizure  or  condemnation.  In  that  case  the  insur- 
ance was  effected  after  the  condemnation,  while  in  the  present  case  the  insurance  was 
effected  before  the  condemnation  but  after  the  illegal  seizure,  and  we  think  the  same 
principle  applies,  as  the  liability  of  France  could  not  be  augmented  subsequent  to 
the  illegal  seizure,  though  the  insurance  between  the  parties  was  valid. 

The  court's  conclusions  are  that  the  claimants  are  entitled  to  the  allowance  set 
forth  in  the  findings,  which  findings,  together  with  this  opinion,  will  be  certified  to 
Congress. 

By  thr  Coukt. 

Filed  May  13,  1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  31st  day  of  December,  1907. 

fsEAL.]  John  Randolph, 

Assistant  CUrh  Court  of  Claims, 


I 
I 


^ 


eOTH Congress,  I  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  (Document 
lat  Session.      )  (   No.  440. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  ABRAHAM  GREESON, 


LETTEB  FBOH  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  C0X7BT  OF  CLAIMS 
TBANSMTTTING  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  COXJBT 
IN  THE  CASE  OF  ABBAHAM  GBEESON  AGAINST  THE  UNITED 
STATES. 


January  0,  1908 — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

Washington,  December  20,  1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court  I  transmit  herewith  a  cer- 
tified copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War  Claims, 
House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883,  known  as 
the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  ClerJc  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

SpeaJcer  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Court  of  CUUms.    Congreaslonal.  No.  3335.    Abraham  Oroeson  v.  The  United  States.] 

This  case  beinff  a  claim  for  supplies  or  stores  aUeged  to  have  been  taken  by  or  fur- 
nished to  Uie  military  forces  of  the  United  States  for  their  use  during  the  late  war  for 
the  suppression  of  the  rebellion,  the  court,  on  a  preliminary  inquiry,  finds  that  Abra- 
ham Greeson,  the  person  alleged  to  have  furnished  such  supplies  or  stores,  or  from 
whom  the  same  are  alleged  to  nave  been  taken,  was  loyal  to  tiie  Government  of  the 
United  States  throughout  said  war. 

By  THE  Court. 

Piled  February  4,  1907. 


STATEMENT   OF   CASE. 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  for  supplies  or  sU^ns  alh'gcd  to  havo  been 
taken  by  or  furnished  to  the  military  forces  of  tne  United  States,  for  their  use  during 
the  late  war  for  the  supprt'ssion  of  the  rebellion,  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the 
Ck)mmittee  on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatives  of  the  30th  day  of  March, 
1888. 

On  a  preliminary  inquiry  the  court,  on  the  4th  day  of  February,  1907,  found  that 
the  pereon  alleged  to  have  furnished  the  supplies  or  stores,  or  from  whom  they  were 
allied  to  have  l>€en  taken,  was  loyal  to  the  Government  of  the  United  States  through- 
out laid  war. 


ABRAHAM    GltKl^tN; 


The  c^aae  wm  brotight  to  a  hearing  oa  it&  mtTiLB  on  the  let  day  of  May,  1907. 

Moyora  &  Conea.uJ  appL^ared  for  cltiimant,  aiid  thp  Atlomey-GencraJ,  by  George  E, 
Bon?!!,  ii-aq.,  hie  aeetstunt,  and  und^fr  bh  dbr'ction,  appeared  for  the  deienae  tatT pn^ 
tectiijn  i>f  the  mtyroeti  of  the  United  States. 

Tht?  ekimaDt,  in  hia  petition,  maki?«  the  following  aHegutioaa: 

Thiit  he  16  a  citbeii  of  the  United  Stales  and  a  redden t  of  the  couni  y  of  Gordon .  HtMim 
of  Georgia;  that  during  ihe  lato  Hvil  ivsjr  he  v^.m  a  ritizon  of  the  t  nit«d  Stal<**  ami  a 
resident  of  said  county  and  State;  thjii  ihtrlny^  «aid  war  the  Uiiiie<l  Stales  mtlitarr 
fojicea.  under  proper  authority,  look  from  him  and  converted  to  the  use  of  the  ij&kw 
States  Army  quart ermaister  stores  and  cojamissary  supplies,  as  follows,  lo  wit: 

Taken  from  farm  of  claimant,  near  Hemra   Ga,,  hy  iroope  under  command  of 
General  Sherman,  in  spring  of  tS64: 

1  young  Btallion ,  _ „ ,  „ ,,,,...,  |300.  OD 

100  biMhcb  of  com,  at  $1 ,50  fjer  bu^heL ^ ISO.  00 

500  pt)anri^  bacon,  at  '^0  reni^  per  pound _ , 150  00 

Hay  and  fodder .,,,.,.. _„,,,,,,.,, 10. 00 

Taken  by  same  command  in  fall  of  1854: 

200  buahe!ft  corn,  at  SL50 peT  biisliel , 300. 00 

Total 910.00 

The  c^iurtH  upcm  ihe  evidence  and  after  considering  the  briefs  and  aiguit^eau  of 

counsel  on  both  sides,  makes  the  following 

nKDlKS  OF  PACT. 

There  was  taken  from  the  claimant  in  CJf^on  county,  State  of  GeoT«[ia.  during  tba 
late  civil  war  bv  the  military  fon^i^s  of  the  Unir  ed  State©  for  the  use  of  tJie  army,  pfop- 
erty  oi  the  kin  J  and  cliapac'ter  above  dr»4^*iibed,  which  at  the  lime  and  place  of  t^klli;; 
was  reajwjnably  worth  the  sum  of  four  hum  (red  and  five  dollare  v|405). 

No  pa>'  inent  appears  to  have  been  made  for  any  part  thereof. 

By  thb  Covbt. 
Filed  May  6.  im?. 
A  true  copy. 

Test  this foth  day  of  December,  1S07, 
[a^ix.]  JoicN  RAJtnoLPit. 

Q 


60th  Congress,  I  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  I  Document 
Jst  Session.      J  I  No.  441. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  AI.EXANDER  M.  OWEN. 


UBTTEB  FBOH  THE  ASSISTANT  CLERK  OF  THE  COURT  OF  CLAIMS 
TBANSMITTINa  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  COURT 
IN  THE  CASE  OF  ALEXANDER  M.  OWEN  AGAINST  THE  X7NITED 
STATES. 


January  6,  1908.— Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

Washington,  December  20,  1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  older  of  the  court  I  transmit  herewith  a  cer- 
tified copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War 
Claims,  House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883, 
known  as  the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Cleric  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  tTie  House  of  Representatives. 


ICooit  of  CUlint.    Congressional,  No.  9767.    Alexander  M.  Owen  v.  The  United  States.] 

This  case  being  a  claim  for  supplies  or  stores  alleged  to  have  been  taken  by  or  fur- 
nished to  the  military  forces  of  the  United  States  for  their  use  during  the  late  war  for 
the  suppression  of  the  rebellion,  the  court,  on  a  preliminary  inquiry,  finds  that 
Alexander  M.  Owen,  the  person  alleged  to  have  furnished  sucn  supplies  or  stores,  or 
from  whom  the  same  are  alleged  to  have  been  taken,  was  loyal  to  tne  Government  of 
the  United  States  throughout  said  war. 

By  the  Court. 

FUed  May  23, 1907. 


[Court  of  Claims.    Congresslonftl,  No.  9767.    Alexander  M .  Owen  v.  The  United  States.] 
STATEMENT  OF  CASE. 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  for  supplies,  or  stores,  alleged  to  have  been 
taken  by  or  furnished  to  the  militarv  forces  of  tne  United  States,  for  their  use  during 
the  late  war  for  the  suppression  of  the  rebellion,  was  transmitted  to  the  court  bv  the 
Committee  on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  on  the  19th  day  of  April, 


On  thf»  pn'Uininafy  inquiTj*  the  court,  on  th^?  23d  day  of  hHj,  lOOf,  fotttid  that 
tho  persTiD  alleged  to  h^vQ  furmsbed  the  supplies  or  etore^t  <^i^  from  whom  they  were 
sJleged  to  have  been  taken,  wat  loyal  to  the  Government  of  the  United  States  ttm^u^- 

out  WBXd  WAT. 

The  case  waa  brought  to  a.  hearing  on  its  raentJ  on  the  22d  day  of  Octobef ,  1907- 

Moyers  ^  G^nj^saul,  Eex.,  appeared  for  flaimiint,  and  the  AttAmey-Geneml,  by  S.  8. 
A^lii  aught  f'j^  .  hifl  ft^^istani^  and  uridf^r  his  direction,  appeared  for  the  defence  aod 
proteci  on  of  toe  interej^tf*  of  the  Uiiited  States, 

The  ikimant  in  his  petition  make^  the  following  allef^tioni: 

That  he  ia  »  citisfien  of  the  United  i>tatea  and  is  nofw  a  resident  of  the  county  of 
Johnson  J  State  of  Texas;  that  during  the  late  civil  war  petitinner  was  a  citizen  of  the 
United  Statefl,  rmdiag  in  the  county  of  Tipton,  State  of  Tennessee;  that  during 
eaid  war  the  United  States  military  forces,  under  proper  authorityj  took  from  peli* 
titiner  and  converted  to  the  u^  of  the  United  States  Army  qnartermaater  eiot^ 
of  the  kinds  and  values  below  stated,  to  wit; 

TaKen  in  April,  1863,  by  aoldiers  under  command  of  General  Lawlert 

2Borrel  horses,  at  $200  each.. .-,.-. -,...<„ ,.,  ^400. 00 

1  bay  hon?e , ,<*-,-.>     150. 00 

Taken  in  December^  1863,  by  Captain  Templeton  from  Fort  PiUowt 

Ibay  horse - ----- -.- . -,*.,,    ISO. 00 

Total. ., -..,,,    700.00 

The  court »  umn  the  evidence  and    afteT  conmdering  the  brieii  and  argumemts  of 

coun^l  on  botn  mdes,  nmkea  the  folloiving 

riNOlJJO    QF  FACT, 

During  the  late  civil  war  the  military  forcee  of  the  United  States,  by  proper  antbofity, 

for  the  use  nf  the  army,  took  fr^jm  the  claimant  in  Tipton  County,  State  of  TetmesBee. 

property  of  the  kind  and  character  described  in  the  petition^  which  at  the  time  tm 

place  of  taking  waa  reap-jnably  worth  the  sum  of  four  liundred  and  forty  dollars  (f440>. 

No  payment  appears  to  have  been  made  therefor 

By  the  Comrr. 
Filed  October  28,  1907, 
A  true  copy. 

Test  thifi  20tb  day  of  December,  1007. 
[aEAL.]  JoEK  RjL»n>ot.rR» 

AitittmU  CUrk  Court  9f  Ckih^ 


eOTHCoNGBBSS,  I  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  jDocument 
Jst  Session,      f  J  No.  442. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  LOUISA  C.  SMITH,  ADMINISTRATRIX 

OF  ENOS  CASE. 


LBTTBB  FROM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  COURT  OF  CLAIMS 
TBANSMITTINa  A  COPT  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BT  THE  COX7BT 
IN  THE  CASE  OF  LOUISA  C.  SMITH,  ADMINISTBATBIZ  OF  ENOS 
CASE,  DECEASED,  AGAINST  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


January  6»  1908. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

Washingtonj  December  28 j  1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court,  I  transmit  herewith  a  cer- 
tified copy  of  the  fin(hn^s  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War 
Claims,  House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883, 
known  as  the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


(Ooart  of  CUimf.    Congressional  No.  91.VJ.    Ksiate  of  Knos  (Vise,  dfvetsed.  v.  The  United  States.] 

Thifl  case,  being  a  claim  for  supplies  or  stones  alh'god  to  have  been  taken  by  or 
furnished  to  the  military  forces  of  tne  United  States  for  their  use  during  the  late  war 
for  the  suppression  of  the  rebellion,  the  court,  on  a  preliminary  inquiry,  finds  that 
Enos  Case,  deceased,  the  person  alleged  to  have  furnished  such  supplies  or  stores,  or 
from  whom  the  same  are  alleged  to  have  been  taken,  was  loyal  to  tne  Government  of 
the  United  States  throughout  said  war. 

By  THE  Court. 

Ffled  December  9,  1901. 


lOourt  of  Claims.    Congressional,  No.  9!52.     Louise  C.  Smith.  Administratrix  of  estate  of  Boos 
Casn.  dece.)sed,  r.  The  Unitrd  States.] 

8TATKMENT   OF   CASE. 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  tor  supplirs,  or  stores,  alleged  to  have  been 
taken  by  or  furnished  to  the  military  forces  of  the  United  States,  for  their  use  during 
the  late  war  for  the  suppression  of  the  rebellion,  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the 
Committee  on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Kepresentatives  on  the  11th  day  ot  July. 


t,OtriS4 


SMITH, 


> 


On  m  ])f^limiii«y  inquirjr  tla^  matt,  on  tlie  9tJt  6a,j  %tl  December,  1901,  Ityund  thil 
the  p««m»ti  adlf^ied  to  okv^  f^niMird  ibe  ntppljt«  ot  Moiy^,  or  tmm  wbam  Ibf^  we» 
ttlUged  to  hxfe  be^n  tAk^  vxft  lo^^I  to  Uie  Govcfniofiit  ^t  tlue  United  States  tJiroti^ 
o«it  Mtd  war. 

The  cam  wm  hmfof^t  to  m  btmiw  oo  iti  numte  oib  the  S)m  day  ot  Oit4>li««r,  I9C7. 

Moyem  d  Ctrntwu]  a{ipeai«d  Jbr  dumfist,  and  iht  Attomtf^'-Q^Qetn)^  hy  B~  &,  AjIi^ 
bsu^h,  »iftq|.f  iLtt  Miiirniil,  and  UJkdm  hw  dirHrtkiB,  appr^red  lor  the  dtlietiai;  and  pro- 
tection of  ihe  iBfi^iMia  of  tlie  United  BUiUq. 

The  cbliiuBl  to  h^r  p^iLtir»0  nak*«  ibe  loUowitig  altegAiktits: 

Thai  she  18  a  crttiz^n  €ff  the  l' nited  Sta^los,  and  10  ibo  duly  apprymied.  ^imtififid  aod 
acting  admiiiMti^trix  01  the  e^iate  of  Enoe  Caae,  decea:^',  oiUreefMi  Cmmlyrx*  C; 
that  dtiniif  the  late  civil  war  the  miiitair  Imcm  of  the  Uatt^d  $tat«i^  hf  pmpmt  author- 
ity,  for  the  tiae  of  the  Army,  took  pf%>per%y  betdnvii^  to  hm  decedent  of  tlie  kinds  a&d 
values  described  below: 

Take&  in  or  about  Marth,  1^65^  by  Geoetai  She^i»aii'i  eomniafid: 

Ihora©...., f20a9i 

I  buff^and  harneai .,,., ^ l2S>fl 

Fowk. .<.-.,, .,,....._.._. „_ «.« 

Total,-.-.--.,-,.- ,..,„„ .-.. 33LI5 

llie  court,  upon  the  evidenie  and  alter  eomsideting  the  briefs  and  arguraetit  dl  ttmim. 
set  on  botU  mdm^  makea  the  fonofring 

rotDixe  or  Pacr. 

Dim  ng  the  late  civil  war  the  mil  itar%-  forces  of  the  U  n  1  ted  Blat«a,  by  prof  ler  auth«ciiy, 
for  the  use  of  the  Army,  took  fri>m  the  claimant's  decedent  in  Greene  ion  n  e  y,  X ,  C\ ,  oot 
horm  ot  the  tea^out^ble  value  at  the  time  and  place  ot  iaki&gof  one  hundmiaiMl  twenty 
doiUni  (*l20i,  for  which  no  pnymettt  up  pears  to  have  been  tfiad«* 

Tlie  other  items  alleged  in  the  peiitiofi  arv  abandoned  by  flajmiipt  flenev  bo 
allowance  ia  made  f(»r  ibem. 

It  tbm  Vomtf. 
Filed  October  28,  1007. 
A  true  copy. 
Tedt  this  19ih  day  of  Deceiab«r,  1907. 

—      o 


I 


eOTH Congress,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPHESP:NTAT1VES.  (Document 
l8t  Session.      ) (   No.  443. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  T.  A.  NORRIS,  ADMINISTRATOR  OF 

N.  M.  ALDRIDGE. 


LETTEB  FBOH  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  COURT  OF  CLAIMS 
TBANSMITTINa  A  COPT  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BT  THE  COUBT 
IN  THE  CASE  OF  T.  A.  NOBBIS,  ADMINISTBATOB  OF  ESTATE  OF 
N.  H.  ALDBIDGE,  AGAINST  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


January  6,  1908. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

WasUngton,  December  28,  1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court,  I  transmit  herewith  a  cer- 
tified copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War 
Claims,  House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883, 
known  as  the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Court  of  Claims.    Congressional,  No.  9385.    N.  M.  Aldridge  v.  The  United  States.] 

This  case  being  a  claim  for  supplies  and  stores  alleged  to  have  been  taken  by  or 
furnished  to  the  military  forces  of  the  United  States  for  their  use  during  the  late  war 
for  the  suppression  of  the  rebellion,  the  court,  on  a  preliminary  inquiry,  finds  that 
N.  M.  Al<mdge,  the  person  alleged  to  have  furnished  such  supplies  or  stores,  or  from 
whom  the  same  are  allied  to  have  been  taken,  was  loyal  to  tne  Government  of  the 
United  States  throughout  said  war. 

By  the  Court. 

Filed  February  9,  1904. 


[Court  of  Claiiiii.    Congressional,  No.  0385.    T.  A.  Norris,  administrator  of  estate  of  N.  A.  Aldridge, 
deceased,  v.  The  United  States.] 


STATEMENT   OP  CASE. 


The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  for  supplies  or  stores,  alleged  to  have  been 
taken  by  or  furnished  to  the  military  forces  of  tne  United  States  for  their  use  during 
the  late  war  for  the  su'][)pre88ion  of  the  rebellion,  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the 
Committee  <m  War  Clarnis  of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the  24th  day  of  AprlU 
1896. 


Oil  ft  frreliroinary  inquin^  the  court,  on  the  9th  day  of  February ^  1904.  Ibtind  tl^i 
Jie  {3^K>n  ulkged  to  have  furoiehec!  the  evirj plies  or  stores,  or  from  uhotn  tbey  %t^ 
tJJegr^d  to  ha^-e  been  taken,  was  loyal  to  the  Govermnent  of  the  Ututed  States  tlmmgh^ 
mit  said  \^'ar, 

Tke  case  was  brought  to  a.  hearing  on  ite  meiitB  on  the  8th  day  of  Aprilt  i907 

Moyeiia  &  CV»jisaul  iipp<*aivrl  for  Aaiuiant,  and  the  At torne>^-f  Several,  by  Fliilip  M 
.Aabford^  eso.,  his  nft^is^tuul  s^nd  under  his  tlirettion,  appearet]  for  the  defenee  and 
protectitm  oi  the  inrerefiUH  uf  the  l^uitwl  SUfes, 

The  claimant  in  his  jjetilit.fn  niakea  the  following  all^^tious: 

That  he  15  a  c^itis^en  of  the  United  States,  residing  in  the  county  of  Tiahomix^k,  State 
of  Mississippi;  that  he  i&  the  duly  appointed,  qualified,  and  acting  ftdminiMrsiti >r  ol 
eetate  of  N .  M .  Aldridge^  df^-eaeed,  late  of  eaid  county  and  State. 

That  duriuj^  tht'  late  civil  war  said  N.  M,  Aldiidge  was  a  citixem  of  the  United  States, 
reaidin§[  in  sjiid  county  and  State:  that  during  pjiid  war  the  t^niled  States  military 
forceflj  under  prf>per  aiithitrity,  t"'ok  from  said  dect^dont  and  convt^ried  to  the  use  of  the 
Army  quart  erma^tter  e  Lores  and  eommisaary  iiipplir-s  ttf  ^ie  kind  a  and  A^aluei  below 
Htated,  tn  wit: 

7,500  piiuuda  pork ^  at  10  cents  per  pound ,-.*.... , --.,,,,..  1750 

22  sheen,  at  |I2.50  each .., , , 66 

2S0  husljeli  com,  at  f  1  per  buslieL ,..,-,, .-,,,,..,.,»,  280 

Imule , ., ,, , .,.. _.  $00 

Imar©,,.,. ..-_.__. .,.,,.. .,.,  160 

Total,...,...,,.. -..,.,...,-.,,...,.-,..-„.,,.... .,.   1,446 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence  and  after  conddenng  the  hnefi  and  arguiiH^nta  of 
oounaiil  on  iHitli  aides,  makei^  the  folbwing 

FtNOmOS   OP  FACT, 

I.  During  the  lat^  civil  war  there  were  tuken  from  the  petitioner's  decedent,  K.  M. 

Aid  ridge  ^  by  United  States  military'  forces,  under  proper  authority,  for  uw  trf  tht 

k^Amy,  quLirtermaster  stt.irefr  and  oi>mnu3i^ry  iupplies  of  the  IsLimis  mentloneii  ia  tlii 

petition,  which  at  the  time  and  place  of  taking  were  reasonably  worth  fiie  Bitm  ol  --*-- 

hundred  and  eight)'  dollars  I  $980). 

No  payment  apf^eara  to  havft  lieen  made  for  said  property  or  any  part  thereof, 

BT  the  (/Ot?HT, 

Piled  April  22, 1907. 

A  true  ci:>py. 

Test  this  19th  day  ol  Decern  bejr,  1907^ 

AffKtfont  Clerk  Court  c^  CimmM. 

o 


60th  Congress,  {  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES,  j  Document 
1st  Semon.      \  |    No.  462. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  SCHOONER  HERO. 


liETTSB  FBOH  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEBE  OF  THE  COUBT  OF  CLAIMS 
TBANSMITTINa  A  COPT  OF  THE  CONCLUSIONS  OF  LAW  AND 
OF  FACT  IN  THE  FRENCH  SPOLIATION  CASES  EELATING  TO 
THE  SCHOONEB  HEBO,  CONVEBS  LILLY,  MASTEB. 


Jaxuabt  S,  190S. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 


Court  of  Claims, 
Washington.^  D.  C.^  January  7,  1908, 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  1  transmit  here- 
with the  findings  of  fact  and  conclusions  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of 
January  20,  1885,  in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the 
annexea  findings  by  the  court  relating  to  the  vessel  schooner  I/ero^ 
Convers  Lilly,  master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clei*k  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  Honse  of  Representatives. 


fOourtof  Claims    French  spoliations.    Act  of  January  20, 18M5,  2a  Stat.  L.,  2m.'{.    Vol.  1.  Supplement 


Mo.  of 


to  R.  8.,  2d  ed.,  471.    Vessel  schooner  Ilero,  Convers  Lilly,  miuiter.] 

Claimant 

1625.     Nathan  Matthews,  administrator  of  Daniel  Bargent,  v.  The  United  Staten. 
2981.     Walter  L.  Hall,  administrator  of  Samuel  DaviH,  r.  The  United  States. 

Ann  W.  Davis,  a^Jministratrix  of  Jonathan  Davis,  v.  The  United  States. 
S331.     Kathan  Matthews,  administrator  of  Daniel  Saryent,  r.  The  United  Statt-s. 

Daniel  W.  Waldron,  administrator  of  Jaa)V>  Sheafe,  v.  Th*»  United  Stat**. 
8541.     Charles  T.  Ix)vering,  administrator  of  Joseph  Taylor,  v.  The  United  Stat<'S. 

William  G.  Perry,  administratrjr  of  Nicholas  (jilman,  v.  The  United  Static. 

Elisha  Whitney,  administrator  of  Thomaa  Stevens,  v.  The  United  States. 

Thomas  N.  Perkins,  administrator  of  John  C.  Jonf*s,  r.  The  United  States. 

William  Kopes  Trask,  administrator  of  Thomas  Ainory,  v.  Th<>  Unite^l  States* 

Henry  B.  Cabot,  administrator  of  Daniel  1>.  Holers,  r.  The  I'nit(Ml  States. 

James  6.  Davis,  arJministrator  of  Cornelius  Diirant,  v.  The  Unites!  States. 

H.  Burr  Crandall,  administrator  of  Thomas  Cushinc^.  t.  The  Uniie^l  States. 

£dward  I.  Browne,  administrator  of  Israel  Thommke,  v.  The  Uniterl  States. 

A.  Lawrence  Lowell,  administratr^r  of  Tathill  llubt/art  v,  T      United  States. 

Geoiige  G.  King,  administrator  of  James  Scott^  v.  The  Unite*j  ■ 


SCHOONim   HEBO, 


FBBLlMINAaY   STATEMEIiT. 


MB  tte&A  were  tried  before  the  Court  tA  Claims  on  the  1 2th  day  of  November,  1  !HI7. 

>ritgim«ntB  were  rep  recanted  by  William  T.  S,  Curtis,  Theodore  J*  Pickett,  and 
Chftrlee  W.  Clagetl«  es^^H,  aiid  the  United  States,  defendants,  by  tbe  Afiomej* 
Generfll^  throogh  his  ass^istatft  in  the  Departmeot  of  Justice^  John  W,  Tl-aln^,  eH|., 
with  whom  was  Assistant  A  Homey-General  J,  A.  Van  OrsdeL 

FJJTDIWOi   OF   FACT. 

The  court,  upun  the  evidence  and  after  hearing  the  arguments  and  OQnsidering  thr 
B&me  with  the  onefs  of  coun^l  on  each  side,  determine  the  facta  to  be  aa  foUowe : 

L  The  schooner  Hero,  whereof  Con  vers  Lilly  wae  then  master,  sailed  on  a  trimmer 

dal  voyaj^e  December  9^  1799,  from  Bath,  bound  to  Bemarara,  where  ahe  duly 

arrived  and  ^iled  tlience  Mareb  4,  1800,  bound  for  Martinique.    While  pt^acefuiiv 

pnreuin^  her  said  voyage  and  in  sl^ht  of  Martinique  on  the  ^th  day  of  the  loua 

month  of  March  she  wii«  seized  bv  the  Fn^nrh  i>rivateer  FaiYftite,  CAptaLo  [«»idn>, 

and  earrif'd  to  Port  Libertv,  Guadaloiipe.     On  arrival  at  Port  Liberty  the  prifi^  mit^ 

ter  plnndere*!  the  vessel  of  her  furniture  and  &tore^,  and  the  owners  of  the  priT^cvr 

robbed  the  said  Con  vers  Lilly  of  $272  in  caph  out  of  his  diest.    While  unaer  mtw^ 

rogatories  the  ^aid  Con  vera  Lillv  requested  that  he  be  informed  wliere  he  could  fistd 

a  notarpf  public  in  or*ier  that  lie  mii^'ljt  make  protect,  whereupon  he  was  infonoHsd 

by  the  justice  of  the  peace  who  waa  conducting  the  examination  that  that  w«e  tnnfl 

tha^n  he  would  be  allowed  to  do,  that  iiothiuj^  was  t>ein]e:  done  but  w  hat  wad  Mule* 

^  tioned  by  the  Government.     The  next  morning  the  said  Convert  Ully  wai  mott 

i€£!ectiially  deprived  of  doing  anything  even  if  permitted,  aa  every  farlhtng  of  mcKMf 

'  wai  l^ken  from  htm. 

Thereafter,  to  wit,  Marcb  20^  1800^  the  said  vessel  and  i^Tgn  w^n^  eondeiriiiad  M 
good  priie  and  ordered  sold  for  the  tenefit  of  the  captorfi  l>y  decree  of  Ihti  trihuaal 
of  commerce  sitting  at  Ras^eterre,  in  the  said  ieland,  when*by  iJte  aame  hficMDtt 
total  lose  to  the  owners  thereof* 

The  grounds  of  i/ondemnaUon  as  stated  in  the  decree  were  afl  foUowa: 

That  the  affidavit  at  the  bottom  of  the  sea  tetter  of  the  said  vessel  w«i  not  tn  ifood 
form. 

That  the  vessel  had  contravened  h^^-^r  pasiport  In  that  it  doe§  not  appear  that  die 
went  to  Burinam,  the  port  for  which  she  sailed. 

That  there  was  neither  invoice  nor  bill  of  lading  relative  to  good«  wKlcfa  wem  i 
ptrt  of  the  cargo. 

That  the  vesael  had  come  from  Demarara,  a  colony  occupied  by  tho  Eii^lleh,  and 
that  elie  had  a  car^io  of  su^r^  coffee,  and  provimoos  aa  eh  own  by  Iter  manifest  fTocn 
the  cii-tf'rivhr)U>^e  of  i^aid  place.  -  " 

That  the  vessel  had  no  role  d'equipage. 

IL  The  Hero  was  a  duly  registered  vessel  of  the  United  States  of  ISOJ  J  tons  burthen. 
built  at  Bath,  Mass.  (now  Maine),  in  the  vear  1796,  and  owned  solely  by  Samoel 
Davis  and  Jonathan  Davis,  citizens  of  the  Cnited  States. 

in.  The  cargo  of  the  Hero  at  the  time  of  the  seizure  consisted  of  coffee,  sagar, 
firewood,  pork,  beef,  and  osnaburgs,  but  the  neutrality  and  ownership  of  the  same 
is  not  shown  by  com|)etcnt  evidence. 

IV.  The  lossejj  to  the  said  Samuel  Davis  and  Jonathan  Davis  by  reason  of  the 
seizure  aufl  condemnation  of  the  Hero,  as  aforesaid,  were  as  follows: 

Value  of  the  vessel |5,20a00 

Freight  earnings 2, 167. 00 

Premium  of  insurance  pairl  on  vessel 350. 00 

Amounting  in  all  to 7, 717. 00 

Deduct  insurance  received 2, 000. 00 

Net  loss 6,717.00 

Loss  of  Samuel  Davis,  one-half 2, 858, 50 

I>08s  of  Jonathan  Davis,  one-half 2, 858. 50 


SCHOONER   HERO.  S 

V.  December  21,  1799,  Samuel  and  Jonathan  Davis  f^ffected  insurance  in  the 
office  of  Joeeph  T&ylor  in  the  sum  of  $2,000  on  the  vessel,  pacing  therefor  a  premium 
of  17}  per  cent,  said  policy  being  underwritten  by  the  following  persons,  all  of  whom 
were  cftizenB  of  the  United  Sta&s,  each  in  the  sum  set  opposite  his  name: 

Nicholas  Gihnan $250 

Jacob  Sheafe 125 


John  and  Thomas  Stevens 150 

Leech  A  Hilton 75 

John  C.  Jones 150 

Thomas  Amory 250 

James  Scott 125 


Daniel  Sargent $125 

Daniel  D.  Roger? 125 

Cornelius  Durant 250 

Thomas  Gushing 100 

Israel  Thomdike 125 

Tuthill  Hubbart 150 


Thereafter  Joeeph  Taylor,  an  agent,  duly  paid  the  said  insured  the  sum  of  $2,000, 
being  in  full  for  a  total  loss  by  reason  of  the  promises,  the  same  being  a  total  loss  to 
each  of  said  underwriters  of  the  amount  so  stated  to  have  been  underwritten  by 
them,  respectively. 

There  was  also  inclnded  in  the  above  policy  an  insurance  on  the  cargo,  but  tlie 
nentrality  and  ownership  of  said  cai>;o  not  bemg  shown  no  recovery  can  oe  had  for 
the  insnrance  effected  thereon. 

VI.  The  defendants  have  filed  a  counterclaim,  alleging  that  the  original  claimant, 
ThomiB  Cashing,  was  indebted  to  the  United  States  in  the  sum  of  $7,301.94  upon 
certain  unpaid  custom-house  bonds.  It  does  not  appear  what  amount,  if  any,  of  such 
indebtedness  was  paid.  This  indebtedness  being  greater  than  the  amount  of  his  loss 
herein,  his  administrator  is  entitled  to  no  recovery. 

The  claimants  have  produced  letters  of  a^lminis'tration  on  the  estates  of  the  parties 
for  whom  they  appear,  and  have  otherwise  proved  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  court 
that  the  persons  for  whose  estates  they  have  filed  claims  are  in  fact  the  same  persons 
who  soffered  loss  by  reason  of  the  seizure  and  condemnation  of  the  Hero,  as  set  forth 
in  the  preceding  findings. 

Said  claims  were  not  embraced  in  the  convention  between  the  United  States  and 
the  Republic  of  France  concluded  on  the  :^th  of  April,  1803.  They  were  not  claims 
growing  out  of  the  acts  of  France,  allowed  and  paid  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the 
provisions  of  the  treaty  between  the  United  Staten  and  Spain  concluaed  on  the  22d 
of  February,  1819,  and  were  not  allowed  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the  provisions  of 
the  treaty  between  the  United  States  and  France  of  the  4th  of  July,  1831. 

^e  claimants  in  their  representative  capacity  are  the  owners  of  said  claims,  which 
have  never  been  assigned  except  as  aforesaid. 

CX)NCLU8I0N8  OF  LAW. 

The  court  decides  as  conclusions  of  law  that  said  seizure  and  condemnation  of  the 
veesel  were  illegal,  and  the  owners  and  insurers  had  valid  claims  of  indemnity  there- 
for upon  the  French  Government  prior  to  the  ratification  of  the  convention  between 
the  United  States  and  the  French  Republic,  concluded  on  the  30th  day  of  September, 
1800,  that  said  claims  were  relinquislied  to  France  by  the  (iovernment  of  the  Unite<l 
States  by  said  treaty  in  part  consideration  of  the  relinquishment  of  certain  national 
claims  of  France  against  the  United  States,  and  that  the  claimants  are  entitled  to  the 
following  sums  from  the  United  States: 

Walter  L.  Hall,  administrator  of  Samuel  Davis,  two  thousand  eight  hun- 
dred and  fifty-eikiht  dollars  and  fifty  cents $2, 858. 50 

Ann  W.  Davis,  auministratrix  of  Jonathan  Davis,  two  thounand  eight 
hondred  and  fifty-eight  dollars  and  fifty  cents 2, 858. 50 

William  G.  Perry,  administrator  of  Nicholas  Gilman,  two  hundred  and 
fifty  dollars 250.00 

Daniel  W.  Waldron,  administrator  of  Jacob  Sheafe,  one  hundred  and 
twenty-five  dollars 125.  W 

Eiisha  Whitney,  administrator  of  Thomas  Stevens,  for  and  on  behalf  of 
the  firm  of  John  &  Thomas  Stevens,  one  hundred  and  fiftv  dollars 150. 00 

Thomas  H.  Perkins,  administrator  of  John  C.  Jones,  one  nundred  and 
fifty  dollars 150.00 

William  Ropes  Trask,  administrator  of  Thomas  Amory,  two  hundred  and 
fifty  dollars 250.00 

Qeofge  G.  King,  administrator  of  James  Scott,  one  hundred  and  twenty- 
five  dollars 125.00 

Nathan  Matthews,  administrator  of  Daniel  Sargent,  one  hondred  and 
twenty-five  dollars 


4  80H00NEE   HEBO. 

Henry  B-  Cabotf  administrator  of  Daniel  D.  Ro|2«>i«,  one  hundred  and 

twenty 'five  dollars , „.,,.".„, $12&.00 

Jamei^  C.  DaviEf  administrator  of  Corneliua  Durante  two  hundred  and  dfty 

dollara, , 250. 00 

Edward  I.  Browne,  adniiniatrator  of  I  Brae  1  Thorn  dike,  one  hundred  and  ^^^ 

twenty-five  dollars, ._  ]lsd.|^| 

A.  Ijiwrenee  I^well^  adminigtrator  of  Tuthill  Hubhart,  one  hundred  and  ^H 

fifty  dollars ..,-_... .._ ISaw" 

Amounting  In  all  to  eeven  tbouEiand  five  hand  red  and  forty -t  wo 
dollara - __._ , ..,_ 7,a^O0 

No  pei«on  claiming  to  rey>resent  La«iK^h  &  Hilton  haa  appeared  herein* 
By  reason  of  the  eonnterdaitn  agaiuBt  Thamaa  Oufihing,  hereinbefore  mentjon^ 
no  aw'ard  le  made  to  his  estate. 

Filed  December  2,  1907.  .^H 

A  true  copy.  ~^^l 

Teal  this  7th  day  of  January,  1908,  ^^ 

[aEAu}  John  Eakdoliii, 

AmUi(Uit  CLerk  Oowi  of  daa        m 

I 


I 


60th  Congress,  >  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES,  j  Document 
JstSetunan.      f  I   No.  472. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  SCHOONER  FORTUNE. 


LETTER  FROM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  COTJBT  OF  CLAIMS 
TEANSMITTIKG  A  COPT  OF  THE  CONCLUSIONS  OF  LAW  AND  OF 
FACT  IN  THE  FRENCH  SPOLIATION  CASES  RELATING  TO  THE 
SCHOONER  FORTTTNE,  WILLIAM  HUBBARD,  MASTER. 


Jaxuabt  10, 1908. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 


Court  or  Claims, 
Washington^  D.  C,  January  P,  1908. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims  I  transmit  here- 
with the  findings  of  fact  and  conclusions  of  law  tiled  under  the  act  of 
January  20, 1885,  in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed 
findings  by  the  court  relating  to  the  schooner  Fortune^  William  Hub- 
bard, master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clei'k  Court  of  Clairns. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representati/ves. 


[Coart  of  CUklmB  of  the  United  States.    French  spoliations.    Act  of  January  20. 1886,  23  Stats.  L.,  28S 
Tol.  1,  Supplement  to  R.  S.,  2d  ed.,  471.    Schooner  Fortune,  William  Hubbard,  master.] 

No.  of 

cue.  Claimants. 

38.     Edmund  D.Codman,  administrator  of  William  Gray,  v.  The  United  States. 
2333.     Mary  W.  Moody,  aiiministratrix  of  Daniel  Wise,  v.  The  United  States. 
2573.    John  C.  Lord,  administrator  of  Tobias  Lord,  v.  The  United  States. 

PRELIMINARY  8TATBMENT. 

These  cases  were  heard  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  13th  day  of  November, 
1907. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  Charles  W.  Cla^jett,  Edwin  B.  Smith,  Wm. 
T.  8.  Curtis,  and  Theo<lore  J.  Pickett,  esqs.,  and  the  United  States,  defendants,  by 
the  Attorney-General,  through  his  assistant  in  the  Department  of  Justice,  John  W. 
Trainer,  and  Stanhope  Henry,  esqs.,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney-General 
Jofliab  C.  Van  Orsdel. 

FINDINGS  OF   FACT. 

The  court  upon  the  evidence,  after  hearing  the  arguments  and  considering  the 
same,  determine  the  facts  to  be  as  follows: 

I.  The  schooner  Fortune^  William  Hubbard,  master,  sailed  upon  a  commercial 
voyage  from  Kennebunk,  in  that  part  of  Mai^eachusetts  since  erected  into  the  State 
of  Maine,  for  a  iK>rt  in  the  West  India  Islands  in  the  year  1799,  prior  to  July  16^  I7Q^« 
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3  BCHOONICR   FOUTHNE. 

Somettme  prior  to  the  16th  of  July^  1790,  i^aid  vessel  was  capture^J  by  the  French 
privateer  La  Legere,  Captain  Pairandeau,  carriit?d  iuto  the  port  De  laLil^erte,  atwI 
was  by  the  tribunal  of  commerce  and  prices  e^tabliabefl  and  fitting  at  Bai^terrei 
Gufidaloupe,  cotidemned  with  her  cargo. 

The  grounds  of  condemnation,  aa  get  forth  in  the  decree,  were  that  it  apfteared 
from  a  paper  and  from  an  exaiiiination  that  eaid  echoow^er  had  no  invoice  or  bill  of 
lading,  aa  the  nifiater  had  adouHj^d  in  his  interrogatory,  no  that  it  was  impotjgibl^  to 
know  the  true  owner  of  iaid  ciir^o,  which  is  not  satlictentiy  proven  to  be  a  ncntml 
one,  and  that  the  captain  haii  no  list  of  the  crew. 

IL  The  Fortime  was  a  regis^^tored  vest^el  of  the  United  State#of  93  tone  huftieM,  hm 
tbe  ownership  thereof  is  not  shown  save  to  the  amount  of  f^itW  insumiice  elfwled 
thereon  by  Daniel  Wise,  a  citizen  of  the  United  States. 

III.  There  was  a  cargo  on  laoard  the  FlMmie  at  the  time  of  i^Bpture,  bnt  th«  quas* 
tity,  quality,  and  ownership  thtreuf  ia  nottihown. 

IV.  The  Josses  to  the  owners  of  the  Fortune  and  her  carigo,  eo  far  as  apptmr^  by  the 
evidence,  are  aa  follower 

Value  of  ves&el,  to  amount  inaured , , f8iX>,00 

Premium  of  ineurance  paid -.--. ,..,.__ ,. l*J«§t. 00 

Amounting  in  all  to -. --._ 708.00 

Deduct  insurance  received , ., , , ,..„,     600^00 

Net  loss .-,.,,.„. -..* *__. 108.00 

V.  On  May  30,  1799^  Daniel  Wise  obtained  from  William  <rrav  in.m ranee  uf>on  the 
vessel  in  the  sum  of  $*ii)Oat  a  pretuium  of  l^fn^r  t^i  nt.  On  the  2d  of  tseptemticr,  ITW^ 
said  William  Gray  paid  to  said  Dauiel  WIm*  f  hf  ntiitk  of  fiSOO  in  fidl  for  a  tot^il  ItsM 
upon  paid  [tolicy* 

The  claimant*  havi^  produced  letters  of  ttihniiHslmtJcm  on  the  e^Uie^of  tho  putiie 

for  whom  tliey  appear  and  have  otherMisie  provetl  to  the  s^tij^laction  of  Th*'  e*>ort 

that  the  fiersona  for  w^ho8e  estatt*  they  have  (Med  claiftiH  are  in  lact  the  saint?  tMjwjnii 

,  who  suffered  lot*s  by  rea^^on  of  the  seizure  and  gondem  nation  of  th^  scho4>wer  Ftyriiuif^ 

\tM  set  forth  in  the  precetlintf  frndin^^H. 

Bald  claims  were  not  end)raced  in  the  convention  lietween  the  United  8tatea  and 

the  Republic  of  France  concluded  on  the  'Wth  r*t  April*  1HG3.     Thev  were  not  daim* 

growinjf  out  of  the  acts  of  Franco  allowed  and  paid  in  whole  or  m  mrt  iintier  th* 

|,provimonij  of  the  treaty  IjetM'een  the  United  States  and  Spain  conchidenl  on  the  t&d 

I  of  Fehruarvi  liil9,  and  were  not  allowed  in  whfdeorin  part  under  the  prov-i^iaflu  of 

the  treaty  between  the  United  States  and  Frtmc^  of  the  4th  of  July,  ISIJL 

The  claimants,  in  their  rep rei>entative  t^|iacity,  are  the  ownera  of  said  clAiini^ 
which  have  never  been  asslgnwi  except  a?*  afore^iid.  ^     ,^.   _     ^ 

CONCLUSIONS  OP   LAW. 

The  court  decides  as  conclusions  of  law  that  the  seizure  and  condemnation  of  said 
vessel  was  illegal,  but  that  the  ownership  of  said  ves>-el  is  not  estahlisliecl  by  suflB- 
cient  evidence,  except  in  Daniel  Wise  to  the  amount  of  insurance  paid  thereon;  that 
the  condenmation  oi  the  cargo  of  said  vessel  wa»s  not  illejral,  no  proof  of  the  neutrality 
of  said  cargo  having  been  produced  before  the  prize  court,  and  that  the  claimants 
are  entitled  to  the  following  sums  from  the  United  States: 

Mary  W.  Moody,  administratrix  of  Daniel  Wise,  one  hundred  and  eight 

dollars $108. 00 

Edmund  D.  Codnian,  administrator  of  William  Gray,  six  hundred  dollars..     600.00 


Amounting  in  all  to  seven  hundred  and  eight  dollars 708.00 

John  C.  Lord,  administrator  of  Tobias  liord,  has  proved  no  valid  claim. 

By  the  Coubt. 

Filed  Deceml)er  2,  1907. 

A  true  cop  v. 

Test  this  9th  day  of  January,  A.  D.  1908. 

[seal.]  John  Randolph, 

Asmtant  Clerk  Court  qf  OisimM 

o 


eWTHCoNORBflS,  )   HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  (Document 
Ut  Session.      ]  1  No.  488. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  JOSEPH  H.  BEAN,  ADMINISTRATOR 
OF  JOSEPH  BEAN. 


LBTTEB  FBOM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  COT7BT  OF  CLAIMS, 
TBANSMITTINQ  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  COTJBT 
IN  THE  CASE  OF  JOSEPH  H.  BEAN,  ADMINISTBATOB  OF  JOSEPH 
BEAN,  DECEASED,  AQAINST  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


January  13,  1908. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  of  Ci.aims,  Ci.erk's  Office, 

WashingtoUj  January  11  j  1908. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court  I  transmit  herewith  a  certi- 
fied copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War 
Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3, 
1883,  known  as  the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Clawis. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Rejrresentaiives. 


[Court  of  Claims.    Congressional,  No. 8339.    Joseph  Bean  v.  The  United  States.] 

This  case,  being  a  claim  for  supplies  or  stores  alleged  to  have  been  taken  by  or 
famished  to  the  military  forces  of  th(^  United  States  for  their  use  during  the  late  war 
for  the  suppression  of  tne  rebellion,  the  court,  on  a  preliminary  inquiry,  finds  that 
Joseph  Bean,  the  person  alleged  to  have  furnished  such  supplies  or  stores,  or  from 
whom  the  same  are  alleged  to  have  been  taken,  was  loyal  to  the  Gov<'rnment  of  the 
United  States  throughout  said  war. 

By  the  Court. 

Filed  December  19,  1904. 


[IVturt  of  Claim*.    Congressional  Case  No.  8339.    Joseph  N.  Bean,  administrator  of  estate  of  Joseph 
Bean,  deceased,  v.  The  United  States.) 

STATEMENT   OF  CASE. 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  for  supplies,  or  stores,  alleged  to  have  been 
taken  by  or  furnished  to  the  militarv  forces  of  the  United  States,  for  their  use  during 
the  late  war  for  the  suppression  of  the  rebellion,  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the 
Committee  on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the  2d  day  of  March., 
1891. 


T«^.. 


L7]iL» 


rtD  V 


A  true  rr>py- 

T**t  thi«  Tib  day  ..i  JAi.xary.  l'.*.i5L 

[hEAL.J 


^Hif  Ifae  iMe  cm!  m.  &«^  fte  Mt  «f  tl» 
M  Ite  •!«»  BBi  piKv  of 


Bt  TSX  CkHTKT. 


JoKK  Randolph. 
jlmf/afU  Cia-k  Lkmrt  of  Ciaiwu, 


^ 


eOTHCJoNORBSS,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  J  Document 
l9t  Session.      J  \    No.  489. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  NANNIE,  OSCAR  W.,  JOHN  R.,  AND 
EMMA  COGSWELL,  HEIRS  OF  O.  H.  COGSWELL. 


LBTTEB  FROM  THE  ASSISTANT  OLEBK  OF  THE  OOTJBT  OF  CLAIMS, 
TBANSMTFTINO  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  COT7BT 
IN  THE  CASE  OF  MRS.  NANNIE  COGSWELL,  OSCAR  W.  COGSWELL, 
JOHN  R.  COGSWELL,  AND  EMMA  COGSWELL,  HEIRS  OF  O.  H.  COGS- 
WELL, DECEASED,  AGAINST  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


January  13,  1908. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

Washington y  January  Jl,  1908. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court,  I  transmit  herewith  a  cer- 
tified copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  resolution  of  the  House 
of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1887,  known  as  the 
Tucker  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Cleric  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Court  of  Clainu.    Congressional   case  No.  11237.    Mrs.  Nannie  Cogswell,   Oscar  W.    Cogswell, 
John  R.  Cogswell,  ana  Emma  Cogswell,  heirs  of  O.  H.  Cogswell,  deceased,  v,  the  United  States.] 

STATEMENT  OP  CASE. 

On  January  6.  1903,  House  bill  No.  16417  was  introduced  in  the  House  of  Repre- 
aoitativee,  wnicn  said  bill  reads  as  follows: 

A  BILL  For  the  relief  of  the  heirs  of  O.  H.  Cogswell." 

**Beit  enacted  hy  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of  tht  United 
States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled ^  That  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  be,  and  he  is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay 
to  the  heirs  of  O.  H.  Co^well,  deceased,  the  sum  of  five  thousand 
dollars,  out  of  any  money  m  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated, 
in  full  satisfaction  for  goods  and  merchandise  of  said  O.  H.  Cogswell, 
taken  at  Lidependence,  Missouri,  in  August^  eighteen  himdred  ana 
sixty-two,  for  the  use  of  the  Sixteenth  Kegunent  Kansas  Infantry  > 


in  tlu^  Eiervice  of  the  United  Statea*  under  rommand  of  Li^utenani- 

Oolonel  'John  S.  Burris/' 

On  February  20,  1903j  said  bill  w«  referred  to  this  court  by  reeolutioG  of  the  Hmi^ 
of  Repreaetitativefl  for  nndingi^  of  fact,  in  ftccordance  ivith  the  provisions  of  lectioD  H 
of  the  act  approved  March  3,  1887, 

The  case  wfl£  brought  to  a  hcartng  upon  loyalty  and  merits  on  the  19 th  day  r>f  Feb^ 
niar\,  lft07. 

M^»yera  6l  Consaul  appeared  for  claimant,  and  the  Attomey-Gen^iil,  by  A.  0.  Ounp- 
bfr!ll,  f'Sfi.^  hie  aeaietant  and  under  hia  direction ,  appeared  for  the  defense?  and  pmtee- 
tion  of  the  interests  of  the  United  States. 

The  daiTuanta  in  their  petition  make  the  folio  wing  aIl<?gatione: 

That  thev  are  citizens  oi  theUnited  States  and  r^identa  of  the  city  of  Ind^pc*n(1(*i]C#, 
county  of  ,tackecm,  Slate  of  Missouri;  that  said  Nannie  B,  Cogswell  tB  the  widow  of 
O.  B.  Cogswell,  dect^ased;  that  Oscar  W,  CogewcH,  John  R.  Cogswell,  and  Eamu 
Cogswell  are  the  only  chjldren  of  said  O.  H.  CogsswelL  deceased;  petitioners  hting  th#» 
only  heira  of  said  decedent;  that  during  the  late  civil  war  said  O.  B.  Co^wel!  wan  a 
citizen  of  the  United  Stateai,  residing  in  the  county  of  Jackson,  State  of  Mrs{j*riuri:  thst 
during  said  war  there  were  taken  from  eaid  decedent,  by  United  States  miht^trj'  forc^, 
under  proper  authority  ouartermaeter  atoree  aud  comraiiseary  euppliee  of  the  Value  of 
not  less  than  |5,000,  aa  follows,  to  wit: 

Taken  in  Augii-^t,  1862,  by  troops  under  command  of  Lieut,  C^L  John  T*  Burris, 
Tenth  Kansas  Mounted  Inmntjy,  at  Independence,  Jackstin  County.  Mo,, 
clothing,  boots,  shoes,  hats,  carpets,  dry  goods,  and  groceries .'..__  |5,  (K(Q 

That  said  decedent  reeoivefl  a  voucher  for  said  ^oods  and  placed  the  sami*  in  the 
hands  of  an  attorney  for  the  purpoee  ot  filing  a  claim  against  the  Govenuni^nti  that 
said  papers  were  Irtr^t  by  said  attorney  and  that  decedent  made  no  claim  tbcirrmfter  by 
reason  of  the  loss  i^i  said  voucher. 

The  courts  upon  the  evidence  and  after  considering  the  briefs  ajid  albumen te  uf  couo* 
eel  upou  both  sides,  makes  the  following 


FINDINGfi   or   FACT. 


tee  troopi.       ( 


1.  It  appears  that  claimanta   decedent,  0^  H.  Cop:swelli  was  thrtiughotiit  1 
^ivU  war  a  re^icient  of  the  county  of  Jack^n,  Btate  oOlissouri,  and  that  he  I 

rloyat  Uj  the  LInited  Btates  Government  throughout  said  war. 

^  II.  iHiring  KHid  war,  tii  wit^  in  August,  IWl.  ^  ^^munand  of  United  States  troopi^ 
under  cominaiid  of  CoL  John  T.  Burrts,  Tenth  Kansas  Mounted  Infantry,  ent^^red 
tlif  town  of  Independence,  Mo*^  and  remained  there  about  twenty  four  bount.  \^lide 
camped  at  that  place  said  troops  entered  the  store  of  claim antej  decedent  and  look 
and  carried  awE^y  and  appr^lpriat^'d  to  the  use  of  gaid  tnmp^  various  floods  beloTig-jnf 

which  were  cut  up  and  used  as  saddle  blankets,  and  other  merchandise  of  the  \9lut 
of  sixteen  hundred  dollars  ($1,600)  at  the  time  and  place  of  taking. 

III.  It  appears  from  the  evidence  that  the  claimant,  Mrs.  Nannie  Cogswell,  is  the 
widow  of  said  O.  H.  Cogswell,  deceased,  and  that  the  claimants,  Oscar  \V.  Cogswell, 
John  R.  Cogswell,  and  Emma  Cogswell,  are  the  only  children  of  said  decedent,  the 
petitioners  being  the  heirs  at  law  of  said  decedent. 

IV.  The  claim  herein  was  never  presented  to  any  Department  of  the  Government 
prior  to  its  presentation  to  Congress  and  reference  to  this  court  under  the  provisions 
of  the  act  of  March  3,  1887,  as  hereinbefore  mentioned,  and  no  reason  is  given  why 
Buch  claim  was  not  previously  presented  to  some  Department  of  the  Government. 
The  evidence  tends  to  prove  that  the  claimant  did  present  a  claim  to  the  Quarter- 
master-General for  other  property  than  that  embraced  in  the  claim  herein  and  that  the 
same  was  allowed  and  paid. 

By  the  Coukt. 
Filed  February  25,  1907. 
A  true  copy. 

Test  this  7th  day  of  January,  A.  D.  1908. 
[sBAL.j  John  Randolph. 

AssiMant  CUrk  Court  of  Ciinms. 

o 


eOTHOoNorjESS,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  (Document 
Ut  Session.      \  \   No.  612. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  J.  H.  DUKE,  ADMINISTRATOR  OF 
EDMUND  F.  DUKE. 


LBTTEB  FBOM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  COT7BT  OF  CLAOiS 
TBANSHITTINQ  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINQS  FILED  BY  THE  COTJBT 
IN  THE  CASE  OF  J.  H.  DUKE,  ADMINISTBATOB  OF  ESTATE  OF 
EDMUND  F.  DUKE,  DECEASED,  AGAINST  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


January  16,  1908. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

WashingtoUj  January  IB,  1908. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court,  I  transmit  herewith  a 
certified  copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War 
Claims,  House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883, 
known  as  the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Spealcer  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


rCoarl   of    Clalnu.     Congressional,    No.  9250.     Estate   of    Edmund  F.   Duke,  deceased ,  v.    The 
*■  United  Statee.] 

This  case  being  a  claim  for  supplies  or  stores  alleged  to  have  been  taken  by  or  fur- 
nished to  the  military  forces  of  the  United  States  for  their  use  during  the  late  war  for 
the  suppression  of  the  rebellion,  the  court,  on  a  preliminary  inquiry,  finds  that  Edmund 
F.  Duke,  deceased,  the  porson  allied  to  have  furnished  such  supplies  or  stores,  or 
from  whom  the  same  are  alleged  to  nave  been  taken,  was  loyal  to  the  Government  of 
the  United  States  throughoiK  said  war. 

By  the  Court. 

Faed  October  29,  1906. 

[Court  of  ClainiB.    Congressional,  No.  9250.    J.  H.  Duke,  administrator  of  the  estate  of  Edmund  F. 
Duke,  deceased,  v.  The  United  States.] 

STATEMENT  OF  CASE. 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  for  supplies  or  stores  alleged  to  have  been  taken 
by  or  furnished  to  the  military  forces  of  the  United  States,  for  their  use  during  the  late 
war  to  tiie  suppression  of  the  rebellion,  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the  Committee 
on  War  GUdms  of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the  13th  day  of  March,  1^^^. 


I 
I 


S,  H*    DUKKf    ADMIN  ISTRATllB. 

Ou  IL  prtJiininary  inquiry  the  Qonrl,  on  the  29tJi  day  of  October,  IfOS^  faoi^  tfaai thi 

e%jmn  alloged  to  have  f  umish^d  the  /supplies  or  storr^B  or  from  wbom  thief  wef«  illagpi 
)  bavfi  been  taken  was  tuyal  to  the  Government  of  the  United  States  throui^iotit  mad 
wmr. 

The  cajie  was  brought  to  a  liearing  ob  ita  merits  on  the  9tli  day  of  December^  1907. 

Moyera  ^  Cbnaaul  appeart^d  for  claiinant,  and  the  Atti>rney*GeneraJt  hy  G«ofg<e  E. 
Boren,  ^L^fl<|.,  hia  awiatant  and  undoj  hia  direction,  appeared  for  tlie  dd^en^e  andiiiiD- 
tt't.tion  of  the  int4?r(?»ta  iA  the  United  Staters. 

I1ic"  rlaitimnt  in  hts  pi 'tit  ion  makes  the  following  allegationa: 

Thnt  hf^  ifl  a  citizen  oi  the  Unitefl  Stjilfis,  residing  in  the  rounty  of  Hadboi!,  State  el 
Tpnufuw^if^;  that  ho  i«  the  duly  apTK^iotyd,  ouaJified  and  acting  admini^LTatot'  of  th« 
eeUiteof  Kdnunul  F.  Duke,  deceaaid,  late  of  the  county  of  McXauy.  SiaX^-  uf  Tenxkoneit 

Tbnt  during  th«j  lati^  t*ivii  war  said  Edmund  F.  Duke  wea  the  owner  of  certatn  prop- 
erty in  thn  munty  of  Prairie^  State  of  Arkansas,  and  that  during  aaid  war  thctre  wm 
taken  frtLun  said  decedent,  fnr  the  use  of  the  United  Stat*«  Axmy,  qaaitenDasterrtofvi 
ai)d  eointuiiseiury  KUppUtw  of  the  kinds  and  valuer  below  Ft;jt^,  to  wit: 

Taken  filKvut  Novemlier.  1803,  from  the>  fann  of  eaid  dtc* dent  near  I>u\iall« 
lUiiff.  Arkanpiy,  by  tho  One  hundred  and  twenty-aixlh  illiuois  InlanLn': 

*2J>W  bunheis  of  com,  at  §1  p<>r  buahel.-- 1 13.500 

128Mnekaof  hay.., „,,„„..  1.2S0 

158  liiud  of  bmtatths  at  $20  eftch..„<. , S,  t«0 

J  S  Ih  ail  of  horsi^M  and  m  ukii?i ,  at  ?150  eacli . - - , 2»  700 

2B  hrad  of  pork  liogM,  at  $W  ejidi ....,, S80 

2 1  htrnd  of  jjoatu,  at  S2  per  head ..,....,.. .,., ,,,.,..,,  4^ 

aOO  bunhidw  KWOL'L  [Kitatoes. <.,.-. ,.. ,,, ,<*..,.**,,,_ .  3S0 

200  huahela  Inah  potatrtea,., , - - .,>,  200 

Total... ,.,..--...„ - 10,462 

Th«  ecMtrt,  upon  the  evidence  and  after  eonsideHng  the  briefs  axid  ar^umenta  nA 

counjiol  uptiii  both  aide$r  make^htbe  following 

FlbiDIKQa  OF  WaCT 

I,  During  thi^  IfttO  dMl  war  there  waa  taken  fri^ni  claimant* a  de<!edent«  Edmuiid 
F,  Duke^  by  UdIuhI  Stttea  military  foreeE*,  under  proper  authority,  in  the  ooucity  *4 
Prairits,  Htate  of  Arkaniaa,  quartennaster  etores  ana  commissary  supplies  of  tht  kuldi 
mentioned  in  the  potttlont  which  were  then  and  there  reaaonably  worth  the  full  of 
tkreu  tlKHmau^l  aeveu  hundred  and  hve  dollars  (13,705),  do  ^mt  of  which  appoiiji  |9 
ha VI)  bei^n  puid^ 

By  th£  Couas: 

A  true  copy. 

Tost  this  14th  day  of  January,  1908. 

[hbal.]  John  Randolph, 

Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 

o 
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60th  Congress,  {  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES,  j  Document 
Ist  Session.      \  |    No.  513. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  AMANDA  M.  LIVESAY,  ADMINISTRA- 
TRIX OF  JOHN  W.  LIVESAY. 


I.BTTBB  FROM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  COT7BT  OF  CLAIMS 
TBANSiaTTINQ  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  COT7BT 
IN  THE  CASE  OF  AMANDA  M.  LIVESAY,  ADMINISTBATBIZ  OF 
JOHN  W.  LIVESAY,  DECEASED,  AGAINST  THE  T7NITED  STATES. 


Januabt  17,  1908. — ^Referred  to  the  Comiuittee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


CouBT  OF  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

WdshingUm,  Jarmary  16, 1908. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court,  I  transmit  herewith  a  cer- 
tified copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War 
Claims,  House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883, 
known  as  the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  6.  Cannon, 

SpeaJcer  of  (he  House  of  Representatives. 


[Court  of  CUims.    CoogrMsiooal,  No.  10314.    Amanda  M.  Livesay,  administratrix  of  John  W.  Liyesay, 

deceased,  v.  The  United  States.] 

This  case,  bein^  a  claim  for  supplies  or  stores  alleged  to  have  been  taken  by  or  fur- 
nished to  tiie  militarv  forces  of  tne  United  States  for  their  use  during  the  late  war  for 
the  suppression  of  the  rebellion,  the  court,  on  a  preliminary  inquiry,  finds  that 
John  wT  Livesay,  deceased,  the  person  alleged  to  nave  furnished  such  supplies  or 
•lorai,  or  from  whom  the  same  are  alleged  to  have  been  taken,  was  loyal  to  the  Gov- 
ernment of  the  United  States  throughout  said  war.] 

By  the  Court. 

Filed  December  19,  1904. 


AMANDA     M.     LIVKHAY. 

Ltv^eftHj,  (i<*c%a9Gt|,  1.  Tbe  Untlefj  States.} 
STATE  ME  NT  OF  CAJIE. 


The  daim  in  the  aba ve^eiiti tied  caAE^  for  suppliea)  or  etnties  alleged  to  have  b^«i|^| 

■  the  Uaitod  Sral»:«^  for  their  us^?  dun^^l 


liedefetM^i 


taken  by  or  furniehod  to  th*?  milUarv  forces  of  the  United  Srai»:«*  far  their  us^?  dun; 

ihv  late  war  for  the  suppt^^saioii  of  uie  rebelltun,  waa  traneniilted  to  the  court  bjr  l] 

Cfnanuttee  on  War  CI  amis  uf  the  House  of  Reptrseutnti  vea  on  the  16th  day  of  Jftntuiry, 

1901. 
On  a  preliiiiinary  inquiry  the  eourl,  oii  the  U>th  day  of  Decern beTi  1 901,  fi>und  Uhll 

tlie  ijerBt>n  alleged  U)  have  furnished  the  flupplif's  or  fftorea,  or  from  whom  they  iwa© 

alleged  Ui  havel>een  taken,  was  loyal  to  the  G^ivernment  of  th*?  United  Stat^^  thitnsi^^ 

out  eaid  war. 

The  oaae  wub  brought  tu  a  hearing  on  iv^  merit?  on  the  Ttii  day  ot  Janiiaiy,  19QSl, 
George  A.  &  Wm.  B.  King  appeared  for  claijnant,  and  the  Attorney 'Gen^Jil,  bf 

A.  C,  Cainpl:H?U.  eaq.,  his  a&mslant,  and  under  hiii  direction,  app^uied  forth©  d<^    " 

and  protection  of  the  interesta  of  the  United  States. 
The  claim  ant  in  her  petition  makeB  the  following  allegEtions: 
That  tlie  following  property  belonging  to  John  TiV .  Livesay  waa  taken  from 

the  United  Statea  Army  and  n^d  by  the  said  Army,  the  date,  plac^,  and 

being  particularly  stated  below: 
in  Dent  County,  in  the  State  of  Miswviui,  on  or  about  the  dates  and  by  the 

mands  hereinaliter  ml  forth,  to  w)i: 

1.  For  rent  of  Barnoo  Htitel  property  fn^ai  September  I,  180L  to  Septem- 

ber 1 .  lStJ8  by  Major  Boweii,  (.'aptiiin  Otiteniyeri  and  Captain  Why- 
bark,  re^peilively,  for  use  of  *:avalry  hor^iei*  of  their  comtaands,  24 
monthB,  at  $15  per  month ,......,...._...,...,,..,...,,.... _     f360. 1 

2.  For  rent  of  hotel  building  by  Captain  Whybark,  Company  M.  Fifth 

MiBsouri  State  Militia,  forhoBpital  and  heaiiquarlers  from  September 

! ,  ISG3,  ti*  April  11,  1865,  l^i  months,  at  150, 9m 

3.  1,CK.H)  .shingles  used  in  making  roof  of  stables,  |3  per  thousand.  Decem- 

ber ^  186 L  by  Bowen'a  battalion  of  cavalry. ......,., * . . . ,         48  00 

4.  t\  doors,  worth  |^i.5(j  eath,  and  6  windows,  worth  |L50  each,  by  Colonel 

Bailey,  Ninety-ninth  Regiment  lUtuoia;  regiment  put  in  houses  ui*ed 

for  hospitale  in  Salem * . ,  SO.  00 

0,  7,&i2  feet  of  lumber,  at  |3  per  hundred,  nF&d  in  making blockfaoniasA, 

stockadea^  sheda  for  cavalry  hoi^sea .,,..,,.,.,. , * , .  i3$t  M 

5.  38  tords of  wood  uaed  as  fuel,  at  S2  j)er  cord TO. 

Taken  by  Major  Drake,  Third  ReK:iment  Iowa  Cavalry.  Orlober.  1S62: 

7*  5,5Srt  feet  lumber  tiiken  in  April,  ISUfi,  by  Capt.  P.  O^temyer,  Company 

C»  Fifth  Mifleouri  State  Militia,  need  for  making  at^liW  blockhouses^ 

bunk^.  etr. .  at  $3  per  hundn^d ,        1*7. 5S 

Taken  in  1863  by  Capt.  L.  E.  Wliybark,  Company  M,  Fifth  Miaaouri 
State  Militia: 

8.  10,129  feet  lumber  taken  from  barn  and  used  in  making  sheds,  stables, 

blockhouses,  etc. .  at  $3  per  hundred 303. 87 

9.  27,000  shingles  from  barn  used  in  making  roofs,  at  $3  per  thousand 81.00 

10.  27  posts  taken  from  barn,  used  in  making  houses,  stables,  worth  50  rents 

each 13. 50 

Taken  by  colonel  Tenth  Kansas  Regiment  Cavalry,  November,  1863: 

11.  1,453  feet  lumber  from  log  house.  $3  per  hundred 43. 59 

12.  640  solid  feet  timber  from  log  house,  10  cents  per  foot 64  00 

13.  7,000  shingles  from  log  house,  worth  $3  per  thousjuid 21.00 

14.  67  cords  of  wood  used  as  fuel,  at  $2  per  cord 134. 00 

TotAl 2.525.46 

That  the  claim  was  presented  to  the  Quartermaster-General,  the  items  of  said  claim 
oeing  as  heretofore  stated. 

Said  claim  was  not  allowed  by  said  tribunal,  the  groimd  for  said  action  being  that  it 
was  not  considered  that  the  claimant  was  loyal,  and  tnat  the  claim  should  be  considered 
in  the  lieht  of  a  claim  for  damages. 

That  tne  claim  was  presented  to  the  Fifty-sixth  Congress,  and  was  by  the  House  oi 
Representatives  of  the  said  Fifty-sixth  Congress  referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims 
of  said  House,  by  which  committee  it  was  on  the  15th  day  of  January,  1901,  referred 
to  this  court  for  a  finding  of  the  facts  in  accordance  with  section  1  of  an  act  appioved 


IS 


AMANDA    M.    LIVES  AY.  3 

March  3,  1883,  entitled  ''An  act  to  a£ford  assistance  and  relief  to  Congress  and  the 
Executive  Departments  in  the  investigation  of  claims  and  demands  against  the 
Government." 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence  and  alter  considering  the  briefs  and  arguments  of 
oounael  on  both  rides,  makes  the  following 

FINDINOS   OF  FACT. 

Durinff  the  late  civil  war  the  military  forces  of  the  United  States,  by  proper  author- 
ity, forthe  use  of  the  Aimy,  took  from  claimant's  decedent,  John  W.  Livesay,  in  Dent 
County,  State  of  Missouri,  propert  ^of  the  kind  and  character  described  in  the  petition , 
which  at  the  time  and  place  of  taking  was  reasonably  worth  the  sum  of  eight  nundred 
and  rixteen  dollars  ($816.00),  no  part  of  which  appears  to  have  been  paid. 

By  the  Court. 

Filed  January  13, 1908. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  16th  day  of  January, 

[seal.]  John  Randolph, 

Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claimt, 


LOtJTSA    O.   BMtTS. 


On  m  preliminary  inqairy  the  court,  on  Ihe  t>Ui  day  ui  December,  1901,  found  Ibat 

tho  j>+>iBun  alleged  to  ha%^e  furniahed  the  auppliKS  or  eiorta,  or  from  whom  they  were 
alleged  to  have  been  taken,  -was  loyal  to  the  Govemm^^nt  ot  Ihe  Uniti^d  Statps  through- 
out said  war. 

The  cBfle  was  brought  to  a  ht^arln^  on  its  meriu  on  the  21al  day  oi  Oclitber,  190^. 

Moyers  6e  Coiiaaul  appe&red  fnr  clflimant,  aud  the  Atforney-tit^uenU,  by  S.  S.  Asb- 
hau^h,  tfiq..  hiB  iiaaistjarvl,  and  andir  ]m  dinnlion,  appcaw^d  tor  ihr  di'trn^r^  rnnd  pio* 
tection  of  the  intcrreara  of  tli**  United  Statta. 

The  dainiant  in  h*T  pr^itidn  ixuikta  the  following  alletrHiioiwi: 

That  she  La  a  citizen  of  the  United  8tate«,  and  is  the  duly  appttinted,  qtialificNl  and 
acting  adminit?tmtrix  oi  the  estate  of  Eooa  CafiO,  decea.H'd.  of  Greene  t'onniy,  N,  C.; 
that  din-ing:  the  late  civil  war  the  luihtary  force®  of  the  United  Slates,  by  prup«r  author- 
ity, for  the  use  of  the  Army,  took  profierty  b^loni^Lng'  to  her  def  ed<jnt  oi  tli€  klnda  and 
values  described  below: 

Taken  in  or  about  Mart h,  1866,  by  Gei^eml  Shercnan  'b  romniaiid: 

1  horse. . .  -  - . ...-,,„„.,...,. „ , , , ,  1200.  (tt 

1  buggy  and  hamees. .. . ...,.,, ..,.-...,,.,... , 125. 09 

Fowls  .,,,„.,--.... , ,  * * .  • . ,        6. 2S 

Total,..,. , ,_    331.2fi 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence  <irid  after  conaidcring  the  briefs  and  arigutnent  of  caaur 
kA  oa  both  aides,  makes  the  following 

FtNnrNO  OW  FACT. 

During  the  late  c^\il  war  the  military  fotrefl  of  the  Unite*!  Stalee,  by  proper  auUiijffityi 
for  the  use  of  the  Army,  look  from  the  ilaimant'ft  decedent  in  Ureene  ( Vnint  v,  N .  (.\^  oim 
horDo  of  the  r^^jnalOe  value  at  the  time  and  plate  of  taking  of  one  bundrvtf  *uid  tw«iit]f 
dollars  ($120),  for  whirh  no  payment  iip|iear3  to  have  bee^n  made. 

Th«  other  it*fmfl  alkj^ed  in  the  petitiun  are  abandoned  by  claimant.  lleuc«  B9 
allowance  is  made  for  them. 

Ey  tub  Cdosr; 
FUed  October  28,  1907. 
A  true  copy. 
Teal  ihh  IQth  day  of  December,  1807. 

A9tkUitn  Vkrh  CcfuH  ^  Claims. 

o 
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eOTHCoNGREfls,  )   HOUSE  OF  REPUESENTA TIVES.  (Document 
Ut  SeMJon.      \ I   No.  443. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  T.  A.  NORRIS,  ADMINISTRATOR  OF 

N.  M.  ALDRIDGE. 


LETTEB  FBOM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  COXJBT  OF  CLAIMS 
TBANSMITTINO  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  COT7BT 
IN  THE  CASE  OF  T.  A.  NOBBIS,  ADMINISTBATOB  OF  ESTATE  OF 
N.  X.  ALDBIDGE,  AGAINST  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


Janua&t  6, 1908. — Referred  to  the  Coiimiittee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

WasJriiujton,  December  28,  1907. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court,  I  transmit  herewith  a  cer- 
tified copy  of  the  finclings  fded  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War 
Qaims,  House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883, 
known  as  the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Court  of  ClaimB.    Congressional,  No.  9385.    N.  M.  Aldridge  v.  The  United  States.] 

This  case  being  a  claim  for  supplies  and  stores  alleged  to  have  been  taken  by  or 
fumiflhed  to  the  military  forces  of  the  United  States  for  their  use  during  the  late  war 
for  the  suppression  of  the  rebellion,  the  court,  on  a  preliminary  inquiry,  finds  that 
N.  M.  Alandge,  the  person  alleged  to  have  furnished  such  supplies  or  stores,  or  from 
whom  the  same  are  alleged  to  liave  been  taken,  was  loyal  to  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  throughout  said  war. 

By  the  Court. 

Filed  February  9,  1904. 


[Ckmrt  of  ClAlnii.    CongressIonAl,  No.  0385.    T.  A.  Norris,  administrator  of  estate  of  N.  A.  Aldridge, 
dfceflsod,  p.  The  United  States.] 


STATEMENT  OF  CASE. 


The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  for  supplies  or  stores,  alleged  to  have  been 
taken  by  or  furnished  to  the  military  forces  of  the  United  States  for  their  use  during 
the  late  war  for  Uie  su^^pression  of  the  rebellion,  ^as  transmitted  to  the  court  bv  the 
Committee  on  War  Clamis  of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the  24th  day  of  April, 
1896. 


On  a  pre! ii II i nary  inquire,  the  cautt.  on  the  '*t!i  day  of  FabfTiaiyi  1901^  lound  tlvai 
the  pemon  alleged  to  have' hiraisheil  Uie  e^ipplies  or  storea^  or  fncim  whom  they  ^ei^ 
Rlleiged  to  have  been  taken ^  was  loyal  lo  the  Crovemmeiit  of  the  United  States  throu^- 
out  raid  war. 

The  <!a8e  v^as  brought  t^o  a  bearing  on  its  niente  on  the  8th  day  of  April,  1907. 

Moyere  k  iXmrnxi]  apjip^rvA  for  i^lainiant,  and  the  Attorney -Gen  eraL  by  Fhilip  M. 
Aahford,  cflri..  hia  aa&i^tiint  and  nnder  !iis  ilirei  tion,  ap]>eiire<l  for  the  nefense  and 
protet  li<(n  m  the  intereats'  i if  the  Tnited  State?, 

The  daioAanf;  in  hia  petit  urn  makej^  the  folhmin^  allegatious: 

That  he  is  a  f^itizen  of  the  United  States^  rcrsiding  in  the  county  of  Tiahcimiiigt^  State 
of  MissiBBippi;  that  he  i&  the  duly  appointed^  qualified,  and  acting  adjniniMrator  of 
etlate  of  N .  M .  Aldridge,  dt^cejised  ♦  late  of  said  county  and  Suite. 

That  during  the  late  civil  war  said  N.  M .  Aldridge  was  a  citizc^n  of  the  Uniti?d  ^tatei, 
residing  in  said  ctjunty  and  Sliito;  that  during  ^ud  war  the  Tnited  Stales  mUitaiy 
force*!,  under  pmper  authority ,  took  from  Kiid  decedent  and  converted  to  the  use  of  the 
Army  quarterniaslt^r  stores  and  commissary  supplif^  of  (lie  kinds  and  valu€«  betow 
stated,  to  wiU 

7,500  pounds  pork»  at  10  t-enta  per  pound., f750 

22  sheep*  at  ^2M  eacVi ....„., , 5S 

280  bushels  com,  at  $1  per  buihel , - 280 

1  mule ,„...,,*.,..,,. * . _ . , .  200 

1  mare*. .-...-.---.- ,,.,,.,„.  IfiO 


Total-.. 


.-..-_. „,. __. ,,   1,445 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence  and  after  considering  the  briefs  and  ar^menta  ol 

OOUTi^l  f>n  Ixith  si<]es,  makes  the  fdletwiiig 


f^^4mKas  or  fact. 


!♦  huriug  the  late  civil  war  there  were  taken  from  the  petititmer's  decedent,  N.  M, 
Aldridge,  by  United  St4>tes  milita-rj'  forces,  under  proper  authority,  for  use  ol  th^ 
Arin^-,  quarierni aster  stores  and  coimniesarv  supplies  of  the  kinde  mentioned  in  tb« 
petitli>u,  which  at  the  time  iind  place  of  txiking  were  reasonably  worth  the  smnof  idat 
hundred  and  eighty  ilollars  (I^MJk 

No  paymeTit  appears  tc*  ha^  e  been  made  for  said  property  or  any  part  tliermif. 

Bt  TBn  Couwr* 
Filed  ApriJ  22,  1907. 
A  true  copy. 

Test  this  loth  day  of  December,  1907 .       

LsEAi^,]  John  Kamdolph, 

AmstaM  Clerk  CauH  </  Ciainm. 


I 


eOraCoNGBESS,  I  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES,  j  Document 
l8t  Session.      \  )    No.  462. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  SCHOONER  HERO. 


LBTTXB  FBOM  THB  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  COURT  OF  CLAIMS 
TKANSMITTINa  A  COPY  OF  THE  CONCLUSIONS  OF  LAW  AND 
OF  FACT  IN  THB  FRENCH  SPOLIATION  CASES  RELATING  TO 
THE  SCHOONER  HERO,  CONVERS  LILLY,  MASTER. 


Jaituabt  8,  1908. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 


Court  of  Claims, 
Washington^  D.  C.^  January  7,  1908, 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit  here- 
with the  findings  of  fact  and  conclusions  of  law  tiled  under  the  act  of 
January  20,  1885,  in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the 
annexed  findings  by  the  court  relating  to  the  vessel  schooner  IJero^ 
Convers  Lilly,  master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clei'k  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  Hmise  of  Representatives, 


(Ooortof  Claims    French  spoliAtions.    Act  of  January  20, 1885,  23  Stat.  L.,  28:^    Vol.  1,  Supplement 

to  R.  S.,  2d  ed.,  471.    Vessel  schooner  Hero,  Convers  Lilly,  master.] 
No.  of 


Claimant 

1625.     Nathan  Matthews,  administrator  of  Daniel  Sargent,  v.  The  United  States. 
2981.     Walter  L.  ilall,  administrator  of  Samuel  Davis,  r.  The  United  States. 

Ann  VV.  Davis,  administratrix  of  Jonathan  Davis,  v.  The  United  States. 
8331.     Nathan  Matthews,  administrator  of  Daniel  iSaryent,  r.  The  United  State's. 

Daniel  W.  Waldron,  administrator  of  Jacob  Sheafe,  v.  The  United  States. 
3541.    Charles  T.  Ix)vering,  administrator  of  Joseph  Taylor,  v.  The  United  States. 

William  G.  Perry,  administrat^^r  of  Nicholas  Gilman,  v.  The  United  States. 

Elisha  Whitney,  administrator  of  Thomaa  Stevens,  v.  The  United  States. 

Thomas  N.  Perkins,  administrator  of  John  C.  Jones,  v.  The  United  States. 

William  Ropes  Trask,  administrator  of  Thomas  Amory,  v.  The  United  States. 

Henry  B.  Cabot,  administrator  of  Daniel  D.  Rogers,  v.  The  United  States. 

James  6.  Davis,  administrator  of  Cornelius  Darant,  v.  The  United  States. 

H.  Burr  Crandall,  administrator  of  Thomas  Cushins.  v.  The  United  States. 

Edward  I.  Browne,  administrator  of  Israel  Thomdike,  v.  The  United  States. 

A.  Lawrence  Lowell,  administrator  of  Tnthill  Hubbart,  v.  The  United  States. 

Geoi^  Q.  King,  administrator  of  James  Scott,  v.  The  United  States. 


The  CQtirtf  upon  iho  evidence  and  alter  hearing  the  arguments  and  ccinisiileiing  the 
■ame  with  the  brlefia  of  counfiel  on  ea^h  aide,  determine  the  facU  to  be  ae  follciwei: 


BRIG    GEORGE, 


CONCLUSIONJS  OF  FACT. 


P 


GBNERiLL   FlI^DlNOS   RELATING    TO  THE    YESSBL   AND   CARGO, 

1.  The  brig  ikorge^  Charles  Taylor h  master.  Bailed  on  or  about  Jane  12,  1800,  trctm 
r'ape  Henry,  Va.,  on  a  commercial  voya|^«  bound  from  Portsmouth  or  Norfolk.  Va..  td 
MiirtJnico* '  While  p^iCefu-Uy  pursuing  said  voyage  the  Gforgi:  w-as  aeixed  on  the  hi^Blb 
seas  on  or  about  the  6th  day  of  July,  1800.  by  the  French  privateer  Ufn/anitrouvi, 
Capt.  Thcunofl  Gtjsaet,  and  (.-arrted  to  P^>iat.e-a-ri1ret  Guadelotipe.  ftn<l  was,  with  har 
[cargo,  on  the  11  th  day  of  July,  1800,  condemii€Hl  as  good  prize  l>y  the  Parent  h  tribunal 
of  commerce  and  priiea,  eatabliahed  in  the  said  island  oi  Guadeloupe,  sitiinis  ai  Bat- 
^terre,  in  said  talknd,  whereby  the  said  veaael  and  cajigo  becatne  a  tutal  lam  to  tJbkC 
owner. 

The  grounds  of  condemnation  aro  set  forth  in  the  decree  aa  follows: 

"(1)  That  the  form  of  oath  which  k  at  the  ffxit  uf  the  eea  letter  of  which  iht?  «id 
master  w  bearer  is  not  eigned  by  the  marine  ofiicera,  as  i&  prowribed  bv  artjole  26  d  the 
[treaty  of  amity  and  commerce  enteretl  inti^  between  France  and  the  I'nited  Si^tee,  tk* 
6th  February,  1778,  and  tiathehaFcon^fquentlv  contravened  hiaptaajport. 

*'{2)  That  the  rdle  d'^uipage  of  which  the  said  master  is  bt^rer  is  not  signed  by  *oy 
witnesSt  but  only  certified  on  the  back  anri  ntjt  at  the  foot  tii  the  roll*  which  ia  cdntrafy 
to  the  above-dated  treaty." 

IT  The  G forge  was  a  duly  re|:iiitered  v*?Kw4  of  the  United  States,  of  128  tone,  59  feet, 
burthen;  wue  built  at  Haverhill.  Mass,,  in  the  year  1794,  and  was  owned  sc^^Iy  by 
George  Taylor^  a  citizen  oi  the  IJnittHl  8tatfci  and  a  resident  of  ALex&ndrii,  V«, 

III.  The  cargo  of  the  Giortfi  consisted  of  fjobacco,  eorn,  staves,  and  shingle-!^.  iH  tlimni 
by  the  invoice  and  master's  piott^at,  and  wa«  owned  by  said  Ge<>rge  Taylor,  <fwn«T  cf 
the  veeeeb 

IV.  The  lotwi^B  by  reason  of  the  capture  and  condemnatioii  of  tJie  GmF^t  v^re  m 
follows: 

The  value  of  the  ve^el. . ,_. , , .. -^  f<, 430.09 

The  freight  earnings .,.,.,,,. , , , 2, 1.^09 

The  value  of  the  cargr> , . .     %  hi7. 57 

Premium  of  insurance  paid .___. ....,.„..         7GS.(0 


Amounting  in  all  to ....,...,,.,,.  10^  724,  &T 

^^,  No.  43t>4,  George  Taylor  wa^  the  sole  owner  of  the  ve^wel  and  cargo.  He  a4nuts 
nift  be  insured  vessel,  freight  c^amin^,  and  eaigp  la  the  oUice  of  the  Marine  Insur- 
ance Company  of  Alexandria,  in  the  sum  of  fS,5O0  at  a  premium  co6t  to  him  of  fT6S, 

Said  Taylor  al^n  adujit.^  that  thereafter  said  ini^urantM^  company  paid  t*i  him  tbc 
aum  of  18,500  l^s*  and  for  a  total  losa  thereon. 
His  losses  wore  as  follows: 

The  value  of  the  vessel $4, 480. 00 

The  freight  earnings 2, 132. 00 

The  value  of  the  cargo 3, 347. 57 

Premium  of  insurance  paid 765. 00 

Amounting  in  all  to 10, 724. 57 

Less  insurance  received 8, 500.00 


Leaving  net  loss  to  George  Taylor 2, 224. 57 

VI.  It  is  admitted  that  the  Marine  Insurance  Company  of  Alexandria,  a  corporatioo 
duly  incorporated  under  the  laws  of  the  State  of  Virginia,  insured  said  George  Tavlor 
on  the  vessel,  cargo,  and  freight  earnings  in  the  sum  of  $8,500,  and  afterwanls  paid  him 
said  amount  as  and  for  a  total  loss  thereon  as  set  forth  in  finding  V.  No  other  proof  oi 
insurance  is  shown. 

The  loss  to  said  insurance  company  was  as  follows: 

Amount  of  insurance  paid  Georce  Taylor $8, 500. 00 

Less  premium  paid  by  Geoige  Taylor 765. 00 


Leaving  net  loss  to  said  insurance  company 7, 735.  OC 
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VII.  About  July,  1831,  said  George  Taylor,  being  unable  to  pay  his  debts  in  full, 
executed  an  assignment  to  the  president,  directors,  and  company  of  the  Bank  of  the 
United  States^  a  corporation  chartered  by  act  of  Congress,  approved  the  10th  day  of 
April,  1816,  his  claims  against  the  Government  of  the  United  States  for  French  spoli- 
ations committed  prior  to  the  treaty  of  the  30th  of  September,  1800,  a  schedule  of 
which  was  attachea  and  included  claims  as  underwriter.  Said  assignment  was  to  the 
use  of  the  several  parties  named,  in  payment  and  discharge  of  their  respective  demands 
against  him,  and  m  proportion  thereto,  as  follows: 

Bank  of  the  United  States $5,870.05 

Bank  of  Alexandria 900.00 

Bank  of  Potomac,  say 750.00 

Indorser,  N[athaniell  Wfattles] 4,500.00 

John  Corse 350.00 

Total 12,370.05 

VIII.  Subsequently,  to  wit,  March  2,  1836,  said  Bank  of  the  United  States,  char- 
tered by  act  of  Congress,  as  aforesaid,  assigned  and  transferred,  among  other  property, 
to  the  bank  of  the  same  name,  chartered  by  an  act  of  assembly  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Pennsylvania,  the  said  claim  *of  said  Bank  of  the  United  States,  chartered  bv  act 
of  Gonmss,  as  aforesaid,  against  the  said  George  Taylor  and  said  spoliation  claims 
of  said  Taylor,  then  held  by  said  Bank  of  the  United  States,  chartered  by  act  of  Con- 
gress, as  collateral  security  for  the  said  Taylor's  debt,  as  aforesaid. 

IX.  Subsequently,  to  wit.  May  1,  1841,  said  Bank  of  the  United  States,  chartered 
by  an  act  of  assembly  of  the  Commonwealth  of  Pennsylvania,  as  aforesaid,  assigned 
and  transferred,  among  other  property,  to  James  Dundas,  Mordecai  D.  Louis  (Lewis), 
Samuel  W.  Jones,  Robert  L.  Pitneld,  and  Robert  Howell  the  said  claim  of  said  Bank 
of  the  United  States,  chartered  by  act  of  Congress,  against  the  said  George  Taylor 
and  said  spoliation  claims  of  said  George  Taylor,  then  held  by  said  Bank  of  the  United 
States,  chartered  by  act  of  Congress,  as  collateral  security  for  the  said  Taylor's  debt, 
as  aforesaid. 

X.  Subsequently,  to  wit,  August  29,  1846,  said  James  Dundas,  Mordecai  D.  Louis 
(Lewis),  Samuel  \V.  Jones,  Robert  L.  Pitfield,  and  Robert  Howell,  by  deed  assigned 
and  transferred  to  said  William  W.  Corcoran  said  claim  against  said  George  Taylor  for 
$5,870.05,  together  with  said  collateral  security. 

AlUiough  said  claim  aeainst  said  George  Taylor,  and  said  claims  of  said  George 
Tkylor  i^ainst  the  United  States,  before  referred  to,  were  assigned  and  transferred  to 
said  William  W.  Corcoran,  in  severalty,  the  consideration  paid  to  the  said  James  Dun- 
das, Mordecai  D.  Louis  (Lewis^,  Samuel  W.  Jones,  Robert  L.  Pitfield,  and  Robert 
Howell  for  the  assignments  ana  transfers  aforesaid  was  contributed  eoually  by  said 
Corcoran,  Riggs,  and  Smith,  under  an  agreement  existing  between  tnem  that  the 
money  or  property  transferred,  by  virtue  of  said  assignments,  should  be  divided 
equally  between  the  said  three  persons,  and  all  property  thus  far  recovered  under  said 
asnenments  have  been  so  divided. 

aI.  The  claimants  have  produced  letters  of  administration,  respectively,  for  the 
estates  on  which  they  have  severally  been  appointed  and  aualified,  and  have  other- 
wise proved  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  crourt  that  the  several  parties  on  whose  estates 
they  are  the  administrators,  respectively,  were  the  same  persons  who  suffered  the 
iJoresaid  losses,  respectively. 

XII.  Said  claims  were  not  embraced  in  the  convention  between  the  United  States 
and  the  Republic  of  France,  concluded  on  the  30th  day  of  April,  1803,  and  were  not 
claims  growing  out  of  the  acts  of  France  allowed  and  paid  in  whole  or  in  part  under 
the  provisions  of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States  and  Spain,  concluded  on  the 
22d  day  of  February,  1819,  and  were  not  allowed  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the  pro- 
visions of  the  treaty  Detween  the  United  States  and  France  of  the  4tn  day  of  July,  1831. 

The  claimants,  in  their  representative  capacity,  are  the  owners  of  saia  claims,  which 
have  never  been  assigned  except  as  aforesaid. 

CONCLUSIONS   OF  LAW. 

The  court  decides  as  conclusions  of  law  that  said  seizure  and  condemnation  of  the 
vessel  were  illegal,  and  the  owners  and  insurers  had  valid  claims  of  indemnity  therefor 
upon  the  French  Government  prior  to  the  ratification  of  the  convention  between  the 
Imited  States  and  the  French  Republic,  concluded  on  the  30th  day  of  September, 
1900;  that  said  claims  were  relinquished  to  France  by  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  by  said  treaty  in  part  consideration  of  the  relinquishment  of  certain  national 
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lof  F»ii€ei^altttttieUnil«dBtstat,  SQd  dm  die  cUimvtto  sie  entitled  to  tk 
fjciDowtiig  masm  fiiim  the  IToited  Sut^e: 

Th«  Marine  lEkstmnceCoiitpBityof  Alexsikdin.. .~ ,--  f7«  i35.0f| 

Wilima  G.  nill,  iurkrivine  executor  of  WOlkm  W.  Ccctoas,  aa^goee  ol 

0«oiR^Tftv)<)r,  cme-ttuM  of  |U73e.4«...... - 578.88 

unei  M.  labsmUm^  sidmmmfstcir  de  booii  boq  of  Geoi^  W  Kiggi^  ftft^ 

fl^nee  of  Gecffge  Taylor,  one-dmd  ol|l,73S.4« 578. flS 

klUmri  8^  Chew,  ftdmmistT&tor  of  Bicb^id  Smith,  BMigiiee  of  Oeor^  Tsj'- 

lor,  one-thmlof  |lJ3e.46...-„ -.- , ,,        S7|&,«S 

Amounting  in  all  to  nine  thoanuid  loor  hundi^  and  aeveDiy^oae 
d^iUam&iid  foft^-flb;  cents. 9^471.48 

The  ftmoant  staled  tm  reccrvemble  hj  Cortmaxu  Hi;^^  and  Smith  sbow,  msffee$^ 

ting  f  1,736  46,  iJ  in  die  aome  proprjtiion  to  ^,224 .57  (amdimt  of  GMge  lk|rtor'a  km 

^1ieretn>  as  f^^BTO.C^  (amount  of  aaskntneut  held  bf  Imnk  of  the  UaiM  l^4atei)  1mh» 

to  f7,52CI.05  (amtMUii  of  asffij^mneniBbeld  operative). 

The   fifl&ipimeaii    of    Geoi^    Titflm^    ncareinbefoire    aet    fottk    in    the    Gondm- 

I  (^  fact,  io  the  extent  of  the  debt«  oi  Nathaniel  Wattles  and  Jkilyi  Oone*  for  vhidi 

irad  been  per^cDnally  liable  aa  surety,  and  which  aB%nmem4,  to  thai  extenil«  vit 

[made  in  Ueii  of  hii*  personal  liability  aa  mich  airety,  cmo  aot,  al  thk  day,  be  evmd 

lout  and  mii^  h^  helfl  to  have  failed. 

It  would  be  inequitable f  (xtnaidering  the  circumstances  of  the  caae,  to  make  aay 
deduction  atk  that  arcouot ,  and  nonf?  k  made. 
No  allowance  her^iii  is  mail<^  u>  JulLoJi  T.  Burkes  adminamtfir  of  Gent^  Taylof « m 
be  aengmott^t  ot  the  latter,  beyond  the  pait  ihesr^  rogaMiog  the  deU^  >>f  NAtiiaaM 
iTttttlM  iJid  John  Corm,  is  he\A  operative^  applyilig  to  hia  omn  imlebiodoea^  vhkk 
hai  not  yi*t  boon  fidly  extinguiiihed, 

Bt  tae  C(H?«r* 

Kiiod  April  :«l,  IM07. 

A  true  fotjy. 

T«iit  thtM  t7tb  duy  of  January,  l9ClS. 

[aaix.]  JmiK  lUj^DoLPtt, 

AmxtmU  Cktk  OmH  ^  Ctmmg, 

O 
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60th Congress,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  (Document 
Ut  Session.      J  I    No.  535. 


FINDINGS    IN  CASE    OF   ROBERT   E.   WILLIAMS   AND 
OTHER  HEIRS  OF  ROBERT  M.  WILLIAMS. 


LETTEB  FBOM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  COUBT  OF  CLAIMS 
TBANSMITTING  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  COUBT 
IN  THE  CASE  OF  HEIBS  OF  BOBEBT  M.  WILLIAMS,  DECEASED, 
AGAINST  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


January  20,  1008. — Referred  to  the  Coniiiilttee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to 

be  printed. 


Court  op  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

Washington^  January  17^  1908, 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court  I  transmit  herewith  a 
certified  copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid 
cause,  which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  resohition  of  the 
House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1887,  known 
as  the  Tucker  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  Uouse  of  Representatives* 


(Court  of  Claims.  ConRreHslonal,  No.  12189.  Robert  E.  Willlnms,  John  T.  Williams, 
Mary  F.  WlIIlainH.  Oeorsre  M.  WllllnmH.  and  Ida  Williams-Eddy,  heirs  of  the  estate 
of  Robert  M.  Williams,  deceased,  v.  The  United  States.] 

STATEMENT  OF   CASE. 

This  is  a  claim  for  property  alleged  to  have  been  taken  by  the  military  forces 
of  the  United  States  for  the  use  of  the  Army.  The  foUowing  bill  was  referred 
to  the  court  by  the  House  of  Representatives,  March  31,  1906,  under  the  act  of 
Ck>Dgre8B  approved  March  3,  1887,  known  as  the  Tucker  Act: 

"  [H.  R.  4235.  Fifty-eighth  Congress,  first  session.] 
••A  BILL  For  the  relief  of  the  estate  of  Robert  M.  Williams,  deceased. 

"B«  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United 
States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
be,  and  he  is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay  to  the  estate  of  Robert  M. 
Williams  deceast?d,  the  sum  of  two  thousand  one  liundred  and  seventy-five  dol- 
lars for  proi)erty  taken  by  the  Union  Army  in  eighteen  hundred  and  sixty-two, 
in  Cooper  County,  Missouri,  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise 
appropriated." 


f.  It  fir»p««rB  rrii<ii  tlip  ^ftltH^n/at  tbat  Itutt*^  M«  Wltlbnts,  dkitnumtfi'  ili*f>«limt 
wmB  Njni  t^  itie  0(>Ti»fnttHiit  of  tJ»p  t'iill«tl  f^affw  ttir(W|dliNil  ISm  latr*  iHtit  «rmn 

IL  l#iiHt)if  ftiild  |M*Jio<i  tbe  naUItMry  tuttMm  oC  tb»  United  Sitstivw  t^  fwuper 
«tsttfnrhf,  for  the  tiir  4^  lite  AfB^,  uv»k  fw*mi  rl^lmmmt^  aec««l«i>t  in  Vi^i»er 
f^PHhti  vfo^,  properly  f>f  ffa^  kind  and  ct)iiract#-r  «lesertb«l  In  Oe  petttinn,  vrblcli 
jj^  ri.i  i.^f  htkJ  fjliir*'  «if  (;ik1tjir  wiis  r*-nr«<mnhly  w*>rtb  tbe  s«iiu  nf  ittif  th**nf^TJ!'! 
one  bundrwl  and  forty  rlollars.  no  i»art  of  which  appears  tn  have  been  paid. 

III.  'J'lie  claim  herein  was  never  presented  to  any  Department  of  the  <;oveni- 
ment  prior  to  its  pres<*ntation  to  Ojnjrress  and  reference  to  this  ci>nrt  hv  resolu- 
tion of  the  Unitwl  Slates  House  of  Representatives  as  hereinl>efore  mentioned, 
and  no  reason  is  j?iven  why  the  bar  of  any  statute  of  limitation  should  be  re- 
moved or  which  siiali  be  elnimed  to  excuse  the  claimants  for  not  havin::  resorted 
to  any  established  legal  remedy. 

By  the  Goubt. 

Filed  January  13,  1908. 


A  true  copy. 

Test  this  17th  day  of  January,  A.  D.  1908. 

[8i!:AL.J  John  Randolph, 

AMsiatant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 

o 


n 


eC^TH  Congress,  )   HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  »  Document 
Ut  Session.      \  \    No.  636. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  JULIA  A.  CRUSELLE,  ADMINIS- 
TRATRIX OF  WILLIAM  H.  RICE. 


LETTEB  FBOM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  COIJBT  OF  CLAIMS 
TRANSMITTING  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  COUBT 
IN  THE  CASE  OF  JULIA  A.  CBUSELLE,  ADMINISTBATBIX  OF 
WILLIAM  H.  BIOE,  DECEASED,  AGAINST  THE  UNITED  STATED 


January  20,  1008. — Referred  to  the  Ck)mniittee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to 

be  printed. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

Washington^  January  18,  1908. 
Sir  :  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court  I  transmit  herewith  a  cer- 
tified copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Cominittee  on  War 
Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatives  under  the  act  of  March  3, 
1883,  known  as  the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


(Coart  of  claims.     Estate  of  William   A.    Rice,   deceased,   v.  The  United   States.     Con- 
gressional No.  12005.] 

This  case  being  a  claim  for  supplies  or  stores  alleged  to  have  been  taken  by 
or  famished  to  the  military  forces  of  the  United  States  for  their  use  during 
the  late  war  for  the  suppression  of  the  rebellion,  the  court,  on  a  preliminary 
inquiry,  finds  that  William  H.  Rice,  deceased,  the  person  aJleged  to  have  fur- 
nislied  such  supplies  or  stores,  or  from  whom  the  same  are  alleged  to  have  been 
taken,  was  loyal  to  the  Government  of  the  United  States  throughout  said  war. 

Bt  the  Coubt. 

Filed  October  28,  1907. 


(Court  of  Claims.     Congressional  Case  No.  12005.     Julia  A.  Crnsselle,  administratrix  of 
estate  of  William  H.  Rice,  deceased,  v.  The  United  States.] 

STATEMENT  OF  CASE. 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  for  supplies  or  stores  alleged  to  have 
been  taken  by  or  furnished  to  the  military  forces  of  the  United  States,  for 
their  use  during  the  late  war  for  the  suppression  of  the  rebellion,  was  trans- 
mitted to  the  court  by  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatiTefl  on  the  llth  day  of  January,  1906b 


JtOjTA  JL   OEUBBIiLB. 


I 


On  a  preliminary  InQuIrs^  the  court,  on  the  38tli  day  of  OcfohfTt  IflOT,  found 
llaal  tbe  |»ersc»u  ijiipiitHl  to  have  frirnisshed  itie  siipjilleg  ar  utore**.  f»r  from  nibuoi 
they  were  nUegcMl  to  haxe  been  taken,  was  lof&l  to  tbe  Govemmeitt  of  tlit 
United  States  ttir*>ug[iont  said  wnr, 

Tbe  case  wue  liroitp^tit  to  a  hearlDg  on  ita  merits  on  the  6th  dajr  of  Jaiitianr, 

Brautienhori;  &  nrautleuburKt  eeqi.*  apiienred  for  clalnmnt,  and  the  Attonw^^ 
Oeuenil,  liy  c  inrk  MrKercher,  esq.,  his  assistant,  oml  under  hie  dtreetlocu  ap- 
peared fr*r  Hie  di?feii»(*  and  protection  of  the  Interests  of  the  United  SlAtM., 

The  claimant  in  her  petition  mak^s  the  following  allegations: 

That  said  Wifliaui  H,  Hiee,  now  decensf-d*  dcrlng  the  said  war  was  a  residenf 
of  Fulton  County,  Stutt*  of  Georj^ia,  and  was^  the  owner  and  jj*issf*«wir  In  mU 
counter  and  i^taie  of  certain  qimrtor master  stores  aud  eoinuile^ry  finppIteSk 
which  In  the  falJ  of  18*54  were  selztxl  and  appropriated  to  the  use  of  tlie  mflltqry 
forc^  of  the  United  Sitates  then  stationed  and  operating  In  £Hk!  lot«lltyp  aceciril- 
ing  to  tiie  following  bill  of  ttema : 

•'SS  boxes  fine  tobacco,  brand  '*  Black  Navy/*  wefghlag  105  potmds 

t^er  box,  5,775  iwiimds,  at  $2  per  pound- ^^^ ^ ,^_- fll 

1  nerrtngs  iron  safe , _-___^ » 

3  table  counters,  at  125  each _«„ 

Fa  irbanks  3*0<X>-poii5d  aeales— ^ ^^^^^ , 

Coimter  scales  aud  vveSght«__^ ^_, -„^_ ^_ 

19  boxei4  farina,  or  rornstsirch,  avoragJog  25  pounds  per  box»  4Tr» 

fK>UQd8,  at  25  eentS— ^_^ ^^-, ^*_^____^, ^^ ^ 

I   dwelJing   honse,   and  building  attaetied,   and   plank   and   picket 
fencing. 


1 


400,00 
75,00 
30.00 
1S.I«I 


Soap  factory,  2  large  kettles  att«ehed___ ^ 

Stock  of  fionr,  meal^  bacon,  and  provision  on  hand  In  store. 


,000.00 
S0O.OO 
WlLilO 


Total. 


._.— „     15.^3.76 


The  court,  t)|Kiu  the  evidence  and  after  tbe  eonsJderatiiin  of  briefs  and  ftltif 
hearing  tho  nrgintientii  of  the  respective  couniel,  makes  the  following 

riNaiNo  or  fact. 

There  waft  tiiki*n  from  tlie  claimnnfs  d*.HHHient  in  Fult<»u  Ocujnfy,  Btnti* 
Op!or(:Ui,  hy  the  military  forces  of  the  TTnlted  Sinter  during  the  latt*  Hrll  wi 
for  the  UHP  of  ttie  Army,  property  of  the  kiml  jind  tiiJiracter  described  in  1 
fietitton.  which  at  tbe  tlnic  and  pfaee  of  taking  wnw  ri^iKtnmbly  worth  the  m 
of  eight  thousand  one  hundred  and  ninety  dollars  (^,190). 

No  iinynitMit  appears  to  have  been  made  therefor. 

By  the  Court, 

Filed  January  13,  1908. 


A  true  copy. 

Test  this  17th  day  of  January,  A.  D.  1908, 

[SEAL.] 


John  Randolph, 
A88istant  Clerk  Court  of  ClaintM, 


1 


60thCongbe8s,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  J  Document 
Ist  Session.      )  \   No.  537. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  CECILIA  R.  A.  WHEAT,  EXECU- 
TRIX OF  MOSES  K.  WHEAT. 


LETTEB  FBOM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLERK  OF  THE  COTTBT  OF  CLAIMS 
TBANSMITTING  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  COUBT 
IN  THE  CASE  OF  MBS.  CECILIA  B.  A.  WHEAT,  EXECUTBIX  OF 
MOSES  X.  WHEAT,  DECEASED,  AGAINST  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


January  20,  1908. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

Washington,  January  20, 1908, 
Sir  :  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court  1  transmit  herewith  a  cer- 
tified copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War 
Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatives  under  the  a«t  of  March  3, 
188f3,  known  as  the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


(Coart  of  Claims.    C.  R.  A.  Wheat,  administratrix  of  Moses  K.  Wheat,  deceased,  «.  The 
United  States.     Congressional,  No.  4061.] 

This  case,  being  a  claim  for  supplies  or  stores  alleged  to  have  been  taken  by 
or  furnished  to  the  military  forces  of  the  United  States  for  their  use  during  the 
late  war  for  the  suppression  of  the  rebellion,  the  court,  on  a  preliminary  inquiry, 
finds  that  Moses  K.  Wheat,  deceased,  the  person  alleged  to  have  furnished  such 
•applies  or  stores,  or  from  whom  the  same  are  alleged  to  have  been  taken,  was 
loyal  to  the  Government  of  the  United  States  throughout  said  war. 

Bt  the  Coubt. 

Filed  February  25,  1907. 


[Court  of  CUlmi,  Congressional  case  No.  4061.     Mrs.  Cecilia  R.  A.  Wheat,  executrix  of 
Moses  K.  Wheat,  deceased,  i;  The  United  States.] 

STATEMENT  OF  CASE. 

The  claim  In  the  above-entitled  case  for  supplies,  or  stores,  alleged  to  have 
be«i  taken  by  or  furnished  to  the  military  forces  of  the  United  States,  for  their 
Qse  daring  the  late  war  for  the  suppression  of  the  rebellion,  was  transmitted 
to  tbe  court  by  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatiyes 
on  the  20th  day  of  Aprils  18SS. 


s 


CECILU  B,   A.    WHEAT, 


On  A  preliminary  Inquiry  tbo  emu-t,  on  the  25th  day  of  February,  li>07, 
that  the  peiBon  alleged  to  have  furnished  thtj  8ui>nlles  or  stores,  or  from  vtt 
they  were  alleged  to  have  been  taken,  was  loyal  to  the  Govern  men  t  of  tlie  UiiStM 
States  througbout  eaLct  war. 

The  case  was  brought  to  a  hearing  on  its  merits  on  the  dth  day  of  Jannaryf 
190S,  Moyera  and  Consaul  ni>peared  for  claimant^  and  the  Attorney-GeoeroC 
by  Charles  F.  Kincheloe,  e^j.,  his  ast;lt?tan(;  and  under  hjs  direct  ton ,  ap^it^r^ 
for  the  defense  and  protection  of  the  interests  of  the  United  Stntc*.  i 

The  claimant  In  her  petition  makes  the  folfewlng  allegations:  I 

That  she  is  a  clttzen  of  the  United  States,  residing  In  the  county  of  Macob, 
State  of  Alahiima ;  that  she  is  the  duty  aptx^inted,  quallOed,  and  acting  ejtecu- 
trix  of  the  la&t  will  and  testament  of  Moses  K*  Wheat,  deceased,  late  of  said 
eounty  and  State;  that  during  the  ctviJ  w*ar  the  United  States  militnry  f*>rc€«, 
under  proper  authority,  took  from  said  decedent  tor  use  of  the  Army  quarler- 
raaeter  stores  and  commissary  mippliee  of  the  kinds  and  vahies  below  stated, 
to  wit : 

Taken  about  April  14,  15,  and  16,  1806; 

34  mules,  at  ?155  eacb____^ ^__- .. -^^_^„  fS^imOO 

6  liorses— -^ ^ . ^— ^ -^ f^K  00 

3,000  bushels  corn,  at  |1.50  per  hushel_^ .__, ., 4,  500.00 

10  tons  fiHider,  at  $30  pef  ton -^_-_^— _ — ^^__^ 900.00 

1,500  iwjimds  bacon,  at  20  cents  per  |»ound ^^-^^. 300.00 

Buggy  and  harness  used  for  stck  officer ._ ^_„_  i2&tOO 

B  barrels  flonr*  at  fl2  per  barrel_„ ^_„ 72.00 

304>  pounds  lard ^^ ^„^*_^ . . .^ 75.00 

200  pounds  sngar^^. ^^-^^. — ^__^_^ .^- — .^  40*00 

100  yards  oauaburgs^.^^ ^__ __„_  35*00 

Total— - — — —  . -     8,  GOT.  00 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  considering  the  briefo  and  argijtu«ntl 
of  couusel  upou  both  sides,  makes  the  following 

FIN  DIN  a  OF  FACT,  ' 

During  the  late  clTil  war  the  United  States  military  forces,  under  proper 
fiuthorityf  took  frotu  claimant's  decedent,  Moses  K,  Whe«it  in  the  cownfy  of 
Macon,  State  of  Alabama,  for  use  of  the  Army,  stores  and  supplies  of  kinds 
tnentioned  in  the  petition,  which  at  the  time  and  piace  of  taking  were  rf^asiin- 
ably  worth  the  sum  of  four  tiiotisnnd  elKht  hundred  ami  ninety  dollarii  ($4,>M). 

Ko  payment  appears  to  have  been  made  for  said  pro^ierty  or  any  part  tb«r«^ 

Bt  Tin  Caum. 

Filed  January  13,  1908. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  18th  day  of  January,  1908. 

[SEAL.]  John  Randolph, 

Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims, 


^ 


60th  Congress,  I  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES,  j  Document 
UtSemon.      |  j    No.  538. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  JOHN  WOOD. 


liBTTBB  FROM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLERK  OF  THE  COURT  OF  CLAIMS 
TBANSMITTINO  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  COURT 
IN  THE  CASE  OF  JOHN  WOOD  AGAINST  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


January  20,  1908.— Referrod  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

Washington^  January  20,  1908. 
Sm:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court,  I  transmit  herewith  a 
certified  copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War 
Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  imder  the  act  of  March  3, 
1883,  known  as  the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Cl^rk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Court  of  Claims.    John  Wood  r.  The  United  States.    Congressional,  No.  12761.] 

This  case,  being  a  claim  for  supplies  or  stores  alleged  to  have  been  taken  by  or 
fumidbied  to  the  military  forces  of  the  United  States  for  their  use  during  the  late  war 
lor  the  suppression  of  the  rebellion,  the  court,  on  a  preliminary  inquiry,  finds  that 
John  Wood,  the  person  alleged  to  have  fumislied  such  supplies  or  stores,  or  from 
whom  the  same  are  alleged  to  have  been  taken,  was  loyal  to  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  throughout  said  war. 

By  the  Coixbt. 

Filed  December  2, 1907. 


(Comt  of  Ctolms.    Congressional  caae  No.  12761.    John  Wood  v.  The  United  States.! 
STATEMENT  OF  CASE. 

Xhe  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  for  supplies  or  stores  alleged  to  have  been  t^en 
by  or  furnished  to  ^e  military  forces  of  the  United  States  for  their  use  during  the  late 
war  for  the  suppression  of  the  rebellion,  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the  Committee 
on  War  daims  of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the  12th  day  of  February  ^  19^  • 


JOHN    WOOD, 

On  ft  preliminary  incinii^  the  court,  on  the  2d  day  oF  December,  19€7,  found  tint tbt  * 

pfffion  alleged  to  h&\e  fumidNHl  the  si^ppliea  nrtitarea,  or  from  vfhr»m  tlijeyipflroillqged 
to  hftve  b<^en  takeu,  was  loyiU  to  the  Govetnincut  of  the  XJoiteci  ^tat^  tluo'ill^ioill  iild 

The  CHse  woa  brought  to  a  hearing  od  it^  merits  on  the  7th  day  of  January^  1908. 

Fmncis  L.  Neubeck^  esq,,  Rppeared  for  clfliraantj  aad  the  Attornev-Genef*!,  by 
Clark  MeKerchei',  esq.,  his  a^aistant^  and  undc^r  his  direction^  appea^ad  for  the  defease 
«jid  pmtoction  of  the  interests  of  the  United  Stales, 

Tho  claimant  in  his  petition  makes  the  following  allegations l 

That  he  13  a  fttis'.eti  of  the  United  States,  residing  ill  McCracken  County,  State  of 
Kentut^ky,  being  formerly  a  resident  of  Tii^homingo  Countyi  State  of  Mia^i^eippL  wh«te 
he  re8ide<l  during  the  kte  war  of  the  rebellion  UDtil  1863  or  1864 ;  that  at  diSerant 
times  during  flaid  period  the  Uniteil  States  forces^  hy  proper  autharity,  took  liom 
petitioner  quartern! afller  stores  and  eomriii^sajy  supplies  of  the  value  of  ^«40&  ^ 
appropriated  the  eixme  t^>  the  use  of  the  United  States  Army,  as  followF: 

Taken  on  or  about  May  20,  1S62,  by  troops  under  General  Buell : 

1  aorrel  horee„ ,*.***..*,..***.*»*,* , ..,,,.,.,,.,  f  12$ 

Taken  on  or  about  March  10, 186S,  by  troops  under  General  Dodge: 

1  black  hoTBe.. _ ,„.,-,...  300 

1  roan  horBe. ,-,-.,, - , ,♦  1^ 

1  clavh&nk  horse ....  ISO 

2  mules ,....,,,.,. _ _. _ ,  300 

Taken  on  or  about  October  6, 1864,  by  ttoope  under  tienenU  Oslerhaua: 

500  busheli  of  com, * . . .......,,* .,,..., ^ . . ,      375 

Taken  on  or  about  October  32,  ISBS^  by  trriijpB  under  General  WooJ,  being  part 
of  General  Buell*e  array: 
70  large  treea,  used  to  build  Bear  Creek  Bridge,..,-,,.,-., ,»*»      100 

Tt^tal ..,.,.„...._. ,.,„_.  1,400 

The  courts  up^im  the  evi deuce  and  after  conaiderin^  the  briefs  and  argument*  of 
counael  on  botli  aides,  makei  the  follow  tug 

nKnmo  op  racr. 


1 


During  the  late  civil  war  the  luilitary  Uin^trs  of  the  United  Statea,  by  prt>p6r  authodtr  • 
for  the  use  of  the  Army ,  txx>k  from  clainiaul  in  Tishomingo  County,  StaEe  of  Mi»Mi||ial 
pfOfM^  of  the  kind  and  chara^'ter  design  tsed  in  the  petition,  wliirh  at  tJie  lime  ttd 
place  of  taking  wa^  rea^nabty  wortli  the  sum  of  eight  hundred  and  eighty  dotli 
(|8S0),  no  part  of  which  appears  to  have  been  paid* 

By  rmm  Oovmi* 

Filed  January  13, 1008. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  18th  day  of  January,  1908. 

[seal.]  John  Randolph, 

AMistarU  Clerk  Court  of  CZotmt. 


1 


eOTH  Congress,  )   HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  (  Document 
1st  Session.      )  (       539. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  SLOOP  ANNA  CORBIN. 


XiBTTBB  FBOM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  COTJItT  OF  CLAIMS 
TBANSMrmNG  A  COPY  OF  THE  CONCLUSIONS  OF  LAW  AND  OF 
FACT  IN  THE  FRENCH  SPOLIATION  CASES  RELATING  TO  THE 
SLOOP  ANNA  COBBIN,  THOMAS  JUSTICE,  MASTEB. 


January  20,  1908. — Referred   to  the  Committee   on  Claims  and   ordered   to  be 

printed. 


Court  of  Claims, 
Washington,  D,  C,  January  17,  1908. 
Sib:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit  here- 
with the  findings  of  fact  and  conclusions  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of 
January  20,  1885,  in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the 
annexed  findings  by  the  court  relating  to  the  vessel  sloop  Anna  Corhin, 
Thomas  Justice,  master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Cleric  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Court  of  CUims.    French  Spoliations.     Act  of  January  20,  1885;  23  Stat.  L.,  283.    Vol.  1,  Sapjila- 

ment  to  R.  S.,  2d  ed..  471.    Vessel  sloop  Anna  Corhin,  master,  Thomas  Justice.] 
No.  of 
caw.  Claimant. 

2459.    John  J.  Wise,  administrator  of  John  Cropper  v.  The  United  States. 

6131.    Henry  G.  White,  administrator  of  Thomas  Cropper,  v.  The  United  States. 

PRELIMINARY  STATEMENT. 

These  cases  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  12th  day  of  November, 
1907.  The  claimants  were  represented  by  William  T.  S.  Curtis,  Theodore  J.  Pickett, 
and  Charles  W\  Clagett,  esqrs.,  and  the  United  States,  defendants,  by  the  Attorney- 
General,  through  his  assistant  in  the  Department  of  Justice,  John  W.  Trainer,  with 
whom  was  Assistant  Attorney-General  J.  A.  Van  Orsdel. 

FINDINGS   OF  FACT. 

The  court,  apon  the  evidence  and  after  hearing  the  arguments  and  considering  the 
same  with  the  oriefs  of  counnel  on  each  side,  determine  the  facts  to  be  as  follows: 

I.  The  sloop  Anna  Corhin,  whereof  Thomas  Justice  was  then  master,  sailed  on  a 
commercial  voyage  from  Folly  Landing,  State  of  Virginia,  on  the  11th  day  of  Feb- 
ruary, 1798.  bound  for  the  island  of  Antisna,  with  a  cargo  of  2,500  bushels  of  com, 
fdiere  she  duly  arrived  and  disposed  of  said  cargo  and  sailed  thence  for  St.  Bartholo- 
mew, and  thence  for  Folly  Landing,  in  the  State  of  Virginia. 

While  peacefully  pursuing  said  voyage  she  was  seized  on  the  high  seas  March  24. 
1798,  by  the  Frenoi  privateer  La  PouU,  and  both  vessel  and  cargo  condemned  as  gooa 


9  SLOOf*  ANNA   OORmK. 

PTW&  April  19,  1798,  by  decree  of  the  tribunal  of  prices  of  Guadaloupe.  whereby  ^ 
BBine  beciime  a  total  loss  to  the  owners  thereof.  The  ground  of  c-ondemTifllifm  m 
Btated  in  the  decree  wae  that  the  v easel  had  sailed  on  ^  faCe  route. 

IL  The  Afiiia  €-orbin  was  ft  diiJy  registered  vessel  of  the  United  States  of  30  toiu 
burthen,  built  in  Vii'ginia  in  the  year  1794,  and  owned  ^lely  by  John  l>opper  In  the 
proportion  of  three-fourths  and  Tliomas  Cropper  in  the  proportion  of  i me- fourth. 

III.  The  outward  cargo  of  com  sold  at  Aatiguji  was  owned  by  lohn  Cn^pper  and 
^Thoniafl  Cropper,  and  an  unknown  quantity  of  rum  waF  taken  on  DOard  there.     At  EL 

sartUolomew  the  vee^l  toctk  on  hoiird  9  bof.'sheadi,  7  tierce*,  and  9  ImrrelH  nf  ougar,  cr 
14,20fj  pnimds,  of  the  value  of  $2^130.90,  and  3  ha^  of  ooffeen  weighing  299  poirnds. 
of  the  viilue  of  $44,85,  being  the  mAs  property  of  said  John  Cropper. 

IV.  The  loefi  to  John  Copper  by  reastm  c^fWd  Beisture  wae  sjb  MkiWB,  yi^r 

Three-fourths  value  of  vee^l ,... 1760. OD 

ITUret^fourtlifi  freight  earnings , . . . , , .,-.,. ,       375*  00 

pTalue  of  cargo  as  far  as  proved. ,,-,--.,,..,,.,,^-.,,.,,..^ ....^,,.,.^-,  2,  J 7§v T& 

Amounting  in  all  to „ „„.,.-.,.-„-. -.„.„,  3^  300, 71 

The  losses  to  Thomaa  Crupper  by  reason  of  said  iseiaure  were  a*  ft>Ilc*wn,  \i%: 

One-foiui^h  value  of  N^eeseL.,.. ,~..~.. .,-.•..„.,,    1350. 00 

One-fourth  freight  earnings „ ,>.,-.. ._,,„------ . --       125.00 

Amounting  in  all  to ..,,., _ .  ^ 375. 00 

,     Thomas  Custis  is  not  in  cwul. 

The  claimants*  hove  produced  letters  of  iwiinini^lration  on  thr  ^^fjitrs  nf  the  p«nit«* 

for  whom  they  appear^  and  have  otherwise  provf^d  Ui  thp  sat infar linn  of  xh**  t^mn  Lbftt 

.the  peEOons  ft:ir  whofre  c^t^tef<  they  have  fdeii  i-laiinjs  art*  in  lM*:t  the  ^uukt  pt'^^»n»  mh& 

rtu0ered  loee  by  rea^jn  of  the'fleizure  and  condemualicni  oi  tlip  doiip  Anna  OarHn,  an 

let  forth  in  the  preceding  findings. 

Said  claims  were  not  embraced  in  the  convf'ntiori  betw^M^t  the  UntUnl  8l4it«*  md 
the  Itepublic  of  Fiance,  t^ncluded  on  th*'  ♦'it*th  ut  April.  1803,  Th<*y  wrr*^  "■*  ■■liini* 
growing  out  of  the  at^ts  of* France  allowed  and  paid  in  wliolc  or  in  part  niv:  <^ 

visions  nf  the  treatv  between  the  United  Slati'H  and  Spain  i^inclnde*!  ikj    •  li 

February.  1819,  and  were  not  allowed  in  wliok^  or  in  part  undi.^r  the  prov ii^iui^^  tjl  tJbr 
tn»aiy  bHween  the  United  Statrs  and  Franci*  of  tht*  'Itli  of  July,  JS31, 

Thn  ckiotants,  in  Uieir  representative  ca{>acity,  are  the  nwniire  ol  aaid  rlaitiiB^  irhtdl 
have  never  been  as^iigned  except  a«i  aforeeaid. 

COKCLUaiQHH  Of   LAW, 

The  court  decide^i  as  conchmions  of  law  that  said  sei^iure  and  eond  em  nation  wvm 
illi.'^'ul,  nnd  tln'  <nvni;r9  and  innurerM  had  vtilid  claims  of  indemniiy  thorrfr^r  iipf»n  ibe 
Kn-Tn  li  '  lovcrnrntfnt  prinr  lo  the  nuifitation  of  the  convention  '  >  Tnited 

States  and  the  FrcMich  Repu])lic,  cone  ludod  on  the  30th  day  of  September,  1800;  that 
said  claims  wore  rolinquLshed  to  Franco  by  the  Government  of  the  United  States  by  aaid 
treaty  in  part  consideration  of  the  relinquishment  of  certain  national  claims  of  France 
against  the  United  States,  and  that  the  claimants  are  entitled  to  the  following  sums 
rom  the  United  States:     . 

John  J.  Wise,  administrator  of  John  Cropper,  three  thousand  three  hun- 
dred dollars  and  sovonly-li ve  cents $3, 300. 75 

Henry  G.  White,  administrator  of  Thomaa  Cropper,  three  hundred  and 
seventy-five  dollars 375.00 

Amounting  in  all  to  three  thousand  six  hundred  and  seventy-five 
dollars  and  seventy-live  cents 3, 675. 75 

Bt  th«  Coubt. 

Filed  December  2,  1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  17th  day  of  January,  1908. 

[seal.]  John  RAKDOLm, 

AMsiitani  C^k  Court  cf  CImwm. 

o 


60thOonobb88,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  (  Document 
1st  Session.      [  I    No.  550. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  LEWID  F.  MARTIN,  ADMINISTRA- 
TOR OF  FRANCIS  C.  MARTIN. 


LETTBB  FROM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  COXJBT  OF  CLAIMS 
TBAHSMITTINO  A  OOPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BT  THE  C0T7BT 
IK  THE  OASE  OF  LEWTD  F.  MABTIN,  EXECUTOR  OF  FB.ANCIS  0. 
MABTIK,  DECEASED,  AGAINST  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


Javuabt  22,  1908. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Offick, 

Wa.^/iffi(/fo?i^  Janvanj  ^i,  1908. 
Sir:  Pursuant  tx)  the  order  of  tlu»  court  I  traii.smit  herewith  a  cer- 
tified copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  b}'  the  Coniuiittee  on  War 
Claims  of  the  House  of  RepresenUitives,  under  the  act  of  March  3, 
1883,  known  as  the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Ass'ditant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Oomt  of  CUims.    Oongreasional.   No.  4862.    Lewid  F.  Martin,   executor  of   Francis  C.  Martin, 
deceafled,  v.  The  United  Statoa.] 

This  case,  being  a  claim  for  supplies  or  stores  alleged  to  have  been  taken  by  or 
fomished  to  the  military  forces  of  the  United  States  for  their  use  during  the  late  war 
for  the  sappreeeion  of  the  rebeUion,  the  court,  on  a  preliminary  inijuiry,  tindn  that 
Francis  C.  >Iartin,  (ieceased,  the  person  alK*ged  to  liave  furniHlied  sucfi  supplier  or 
stores,  or  from  whom  the  same  are  allejzt:^!  to  have  been  taken,  was  loyal  to  the  (lov- 
emment  of  the  United  States  throughout  said  war. 

By  THK  Co  uwr. 

Filed  May  20,  1895. 


[Ooart  of  CUimi.    Congreasional  case  No.  4852.     Lewid  F.  Martin,  administrator  of  Francis  C.  Martin, 
deceaned.  v.  The  United  States.] 

STATEMENT  OF  CASE. 

The  claim  of  the  above-entitUnl  case  for  supplies,  or  stores,  alleged  to  have  been 
taken  by  or  furnished  to  the  military  forces  of  the  United  Stat<'s,  for  their  use  dur- 
ing the  fate  war  for  the  suppression  of  the  rebellion,  was  ti-ansmitted  to  the  court  by 
the  Committee  on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  on  the  10th  day  of 
July,  1888w 


3  liiiwrb  T,  MAEnrr. 

On  a  preliminary  inquiry  the  lourt^  on  the  ^th  day  of  May,  1895^  foond  that  i 
person  ftlliegted  to  have  furniahed  the  eupplies  or  etores^  or  from  whom  Uttf  WtW' 
alleged  to  have  bf^eo  tak^u,  was  loyal  to  the  Gorerotnent  of  the  Unitcvl  ^mtm 
throughout  gaid  war. 

The  case  wa.^  brought  to  a  hearing  on  its  merits  on  the  2tet  day  of  Or1ob**r,  I90ff, 

Messrs,  George  A.  <fe  Wilhajo  B.  Kinji  a[>[)^ear*^  for  claitimut,  Hml  thr-  Attomi^ 
''General,  by  F.  W.  Colhns,  esq.,  hit?  a^^j^iistant  and  under  his  directiotij  appmnNd  fer 
the  defeoj^e  an^i  pn>t*?ctiou  of  the  intert^t^  of  the  United  JStiite*. 

The  daimant  in  his  petition  make^  the  following  allep^tiotip: 

1.  That  he  ih  the  iidininistrator  of  Fram-ia  0.  Martin,  deee4ised- 

2,  That  the  folio  whig  projNerty  l>elon)jing  to  said  lieceai?*^!  wa«  taken  from  him  by 
the  LTnited  States  Anny,  and  ogetl  by  the  said  Army,  the  date,  place,  and  roTsiniiiii4 
beitig  imrticnlarlv  stated  below. 

In  Liraei^tone  Oonnty,  in  the  State  «jf  Alaf^ama,  on  or  about  the  M  of  June,  196S: 

1.  leOcordsof  wood . ,... ._.  $m 

2.  160  pounds  of  bacon  ., ,,.,,,*,.-, >,,,..*... --••,  9> 

3*  40  hufihela  potatoes _- __^^  $$ 

4.  1  TDule  and  I  horse ,,,.. -.-. „  30D 

b.  ^,000  ponndB  uf  fodder - ,-„. - 130 

6.  50  barrels  corn  ._, .._  2SD 

7,  1 ,000  ponudi*  of  l>acoo.. *,.*_. ,  - , ,  * 2S$ 

8*  160  barrels  corn  _ ,,^....--,.,.., ^^. 7M 

9.  1,000  pounds  of  liaeon ,.__.,, _ ISO 

10.  12,000  pounds  of  fodder _,„ ,„      180 

11*  1  mnleand  1  horse„, -..-«,* ,,,*      200 

12.  6.0tHi  nub ,..., , .,>- „...       180 


a,  am 


That  a  daitn  for  wild  property  was  pre.'*i*nttHi  to  th<*  Si^iitlir.rii  Claims  O^miviMoii, 
hut  waij  oot  allowf'<l  by  t^aid  tribunal,  tiie  ground  fur  litHid  action  betui|r  that  ll  mv 
oont^ldere*.]  that  elainiaut  was  a  bankrupL 

;i  That  the  miu\  elaitn  ]\m  been  presented  to  th^  Fiftieth  Oongnxe,  fttii!  ^tm  bjr  tbe 
Hon^  of  Kepre^^t-iitiitive^  of  the  taid  Fiftieth  (  onL^ref^s  icfernful  to  the  (VrtiimiUee  ds 
War  Olaimt^of  said  Mout^e,  by  whieh  eooimittee  it  was  on  the  lOthday^cif  JaW,  IS^ 
refern-d  to  tlii^  vauH  fivr  a  finding  of  the  farttj  in  a<:eordan<!e  with  eiH?^oii  1  o/  Ml  fct 
approved  March  6^  KSH:i,  entitled  *"  An  act  to  afford  a^iptftni^  and  nplief  to  Coii^tw 
and  the  lOxeovitive  DepartmenUs  in  the  investigation  of  elainis  antl  demandji  aismimI 
the  Oovesrnment." 

The  court,  after  considering  the  briefs  and  argument  of  counsel  on  both  sides, 
makes  the  following 

FINDINGS   OF   FACT. 

During  the  late  civil  warthe  military  forces  of  the  United  States,  by  proper  authority, 
for  the  use  of  the  Army,  took  from  claimant's  decedent  in  Limestone  County,  in  the 
State  of  Alabama,  property  of  the  kind  and  character  above  mentioneil,  which  at 
the  time  and  place  of  taking  was  reiisonablv  worth  the  sum  of  nine  hundred  and 
twenty-five  dollars  ($925). 

No  i)aymcnt  appears  to  have  been  made  therefor. 

By  the  Court. 

Filed  October  28,  1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  21st  day  of  January,  1908. 

[seal.]  John  Randolph, 

Asnstanl  Clerk  Court  of  daimg. 


BOTH  Congress,  I  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  \  Document 
l$t  Session.      J  }    No.  561. 


FINDINGS  IN  CASE  OF  ANASTACIO  DE  BACA,  ADMINIS- 
TRATOR OF  FRANCISCO  DE  BACA. 


LBTTEB  FROM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLERK  OF  THE  COURT  OF  CLAIMS 
TRANSMITTINTO  A  COPT  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BT  THE  COURT 
IN  THE  CASE  OF  ANASTACIO  DE  BACA,  ADMINISTRATOR  OF 
FRANCISCO  DE  BACA,  DECEASED,  AGAINST  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


January  22,  11K)8. — KeferriMi  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Coi  KT  or  Claims,  Clkrk's  Office, 

Wihsltiniftuii,  Jnnuary2°4,  1908. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  couit  1  transmit  herewith  a  certi- 
fied copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  ciise  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War 
Claims,  House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883, 
known  as  the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Ass/f<ta7)t  Clrrk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  ILmse  of  R*'prej<entatives, 


[Court  of  Claims.    Congressional,  No.  l(Xr29.    Anastacio  de  Baca,  administrator  of  Francisco  de  Baca, 
deceastMi.  ?>.  The  Tnitod  State«.J 

This  case,  being  a  claim  for  supplies  or  ptores  allegt'd  to  liave  been  taken  by  or 
furnished  to  the  military  forces  of  the  United  States  for  tlieir  use  during  the  late  war 
for  the  Huppret'sion  of  the  rebellion,  the  court,  on  a  preliminary  inquiry,  finds  that 
Francisco  <le  Baca,  deceased,  the  person  alleged  to  have  furnished  such  supplies  or 
stores,  or  from  whom  the  same  are  alleged  to  have  been  taken,  was  loyal  to  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  throughout  said  war. 

By  The  Court. 

Filed  May  1,  1905. 

[Court  of  Claims.    Gongressional  case.  No.  10029.    Anastacio  de  Baca,  surviving  administrator  of 
Francisco  de  Baoa,  deceased,  r.  The  United  States.] 

STATEMENT  OF  CASE. 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  for  supplies,  or  stores,  alleged  to  have  been 
taken  by  or  furnished  to  the  militarv  forces  of  the  United  iStates,  for  their  use  during 
the  late  war  for  the  suppression  of  the  rebellion,  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the 
Committee  on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the  13th  day  of  Feb- 
raary,  1900. 


ATTAtfl^ACIO   mt    BAOA, 


On  B  preliminary  inquiry  the  court,  on  the  Igt  day  of  May,  1905^  focmd  that  ttn 
pereon  alleijed  to  have  furnished  the  supplies  or  stores^  or  from  whom  they  wen? 
alleged  to  hsye  been  taken,  was  loyal  to  thifc  Government  of  the  Untt«)d ' Ktat» 
Ihroiighout  said  war. 

The  caae  was  bronj^ht  to  a  hearing  on  its  merits  on  the  12th  day  ol  April,  1906, 

Georse  A.  ^  William  B*  Kiii^,  t^q^.^  appeal  red  for  claimant,  and  me  Attoriiey- 
Genenil  by  P.  M.  As^bford,  ei*q',,  bis  ae?i  stunts  and  under  hia  direct  ton,  iipfft^amt 
for  the  defense  and  protection  of  the  iu threats  of  the  Tnitt^d  Siatee- 

The  riaimant  in  hie  petition  makes?  the  following  allegaticmB: 

Thut  he  k  the  enrviving  administrator  of  decedent  and  that  he  was  af^pointed 
March  <i,  1S75,  by  the  probate  court  in  and  for  ?anta  Ana  County,  Territory  of  >'ew 
Mexico;  that  his  decedent  was  during  the  civil  war  a  resident  of  the  Territory  of 
New  Mexico  and  did  not  mve  any  aid  or  comfort  to  the  isaid  rebellioti^  but  thn>n^ 
out  that  war  was  loyal  Ui  me  Government  of  the  Tniled  Statjei, 

That  the  folk* wing  property  belonging  to  his  decedent  ivas  taken  from  him  by  tba 
United  States  A  rmy  for  ita  use,  vl^,  tmops  under  the  enmtnand  of  Lietj tenant  Rd^ 
eeU,  in  Santa  Ana  County,  Territory  of  New  Mejttco,  in  JuJy^  1862,  namely: 

1 ,500  sheep  and  I  bnrro  of  the  val ue  of. ,,,,,,,,.,,....,,  ..^*. . .-,,,  ^\,  091 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence  and  after  considering  the  briefs  and  af^mcEutflf 
couiiael  on  both  aides,  makes  the  following 

PIKDlKaB  OF  FACIA. 

I»  BuHnjT  the  civil  war  for  the  siippret^ion  of  the  rebellion  and  prior  to  June,  lSfl3, 
the  Navflj<»  Indiana  tor^k  and  dntve  away  from  the  claimant's  de^^ient  in  Santa  Ab« 
County,  Territory  of  New  Mexico,  prt>pertv  '^f  the  character  and  kind  des^crih^l  la 
tlie  petition,  a  portion  of  which  property  behig  eubeequently  recaptured  Jfom  t«id 
Tiidmna  and  taken  by  the  military  forces  nf  tlie  United  States  and  used  for  th« 
iH^netit  of  the  United  States?,  The  feaponahle  value  of  the  property  my  rccuptnivwl  «l 
the  time  and  place  wap  thirteen  hundred  and  twenty- live  (|l,S35),  no  part  ol  whidi 
apr»eara  to  have*  been  paid* 

[I.  A  claim  for  this  property  waa  presented  to  the  Commissarv-tjeneriU  iif  Sul>- 
fiiatence,  but  hy  him  dlwal lowed,  tjecaose  it  was  not  ronsidereS  that  elaimaftfi 
decedent  wiw  tKe  owner  of  the  property  anfl  that  he  wa^  not  l*>yal  to  the  GovenK 
ment  of  the  United  Btates^  The  rlahnwits  later  pret*eoted  to  the  Fifty  *«ixth  Coo 
gresfi  and  referrird  to  this  court  Feliruary  13,  l^HJO,  aa  afort*»f;iid. 

By  tbm  Qocsr. 

Decern l^r  2;  1907. 

A  true  I'fipy. 

Test  thi«  21  «l  day  of  January,  IRIH- 

[seal.]  John  HAKDoLpfi, 

Asmstant  Ct^rk  CouH  of  CiaimB. 


60th CoNGBESS, )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  {Document 
l8t  Session,      f  1  No.  562. 


CHARLES  S.  VON  HOFEN,  ADMINISTRATOR   OF  HENRY 

VON  HOFEN. 


liBTTBB  FBOM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  COTJBT  OF  CLAIMS 
TBANSMITTING  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  COTJBT  IN  THE 
CASE  OF  CHABLES  S.  VON  HOFEN,  ADMINISTBATOB  OF  THE 
ESTATE  OF  HENBY  VON  HOFEN,  DECEASED,  AGAINST  THE 
XTNITED  STATES. 


Januabt  24,  1908. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

Washington^  January  28,  1908. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court  I  transmit  herewith  a  cer- 
tified copy  of  the  findings  fded  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War  Claims, 
House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883,  known  as 
the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


ICoort  of  Claims.    Congressloiuil.  Nos.  3429  and  5832.    Henry  von  Hofen  v.  The  United  States.] 

Tliifl  case,  bein^  a  claim  for  supplies  or  stores  alleged  to  have  been  taken  by  or  fur- 
nidied  to  the  military  forces  of  the  United  States  for  their  use  during  the  late  war  for 
the  roppreasion  of  the  rebellion,  the  court,  on  a  preliminary  inquiry,  finds  that  Henry 
Van  Uofen,  the  person  alleged  to  have  fumishecl  such  supplies  or  stores,  or  from  whom 
the  same  are  alleged  to  have  been  taken,  was  loyal  to  the  Grovemment  of  tiie  United 
States  throughout  said  war. 

By  the  Court. 

Filed  November  8,  1897. 


[Ooort  of  Caalms.    Congressional ,  Nos.  6832  and  3429,  consolidated.    Charles  B.  von  Hofen,  administra- 
tor 01  estate  of  Henry  von  Hofen,  deceased,  v.  The  United  States.] 

STATEMENT  OF  CA8B. 

The  daim  in  the  above-entitled  case,  for  supplies  or  stores  alleged  to  have  been 
taken  by  ex  famished  to  the  militarv  forces  of  tne  United  States  for  their  use  during 
the  late  war  for  the  suppression  of  tne  rebellion,  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the 
Committee  on  War  Qaima  of  the  Houae  of  Representatives  on  the  6tli  day  of  August, 
1888w 
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On  a  prelimiDary  inquiry  the  court,  on  the  Stli  day  o(  Nuvember,  1897,  found  tlial 

the  Persian  alleged  to  have  furnished  the  sup  plica  or  etdreB*  nr  from  whotn  they  were 
alleged  to  Imve  oeen  t-aken,  waa  loyal  to  thm  Government  o(  the  United  States  tluough- 
out  said  war. 

The  caee  was  brought  to  a  hearmg  on  its  merits  on  the  6th  day  of  Jannarv*  190S, 

Moyere  &.  Consaul  appeared  for  claimant  ^  an^l  the  Attoroey-General*  by  t'ranklin  W. 
Collins,  esq. J  his  au^aiftaiitj  and  under  his  direction,  appeared  (or  the  defense  and  pro- 
tection of  the  interests  of  the  United  States. 

The  claimant  in  hie  petition  makes  the  folhiwing  allesations: 

That  he  IB  a  citizen  oi  the  United  States,  i^^idin^  in  the  parish  of  Orleanst  StAie«l 
Loiiiskna;  that  he  is  the  duly  appointed*  qualified,  and  acting  admiDbtlrator  of  th* 
estate  of  Henrj'  Von  Hofen^  cfecc4ju<ed,  late  of  said  parish  and  State;  thiit  during:  th^ 
late  civil  war  said  Htwy  Voix  Hofeu  was  a  cittKon  ofthe  United  States,  r^r^ifiin^  in  th<? 

f^arifib  of  Jefferaoii,  in  said  Sfate;  that  during  Fa  id  war  the  United  Stau-s  militan* 
htceSi  under  pruper  authority,  took  innu  eiaSd  llenry  Von  Hofen  for  use  of  the  Army, 
quartenuaster  etorei?  and  commisairy  fiuppliee^  and  took  pof^e3?tion  of  th«^  pretiiii3t^  vi 
^id  Henry  Von  Hofen^  as  follows,  ti»-wit: 

2,000  cabbage© >- _,,.    ^¥1 

3,000  melons SCO 

2  acres  onions,.- .,,,..-.,,-, ..._,..      500 

One-quartcT  acr^  pa^B!e3^ .,*,, .....^.*. ._..._*-*..., .^..,.^^.^^.        $0 

dOQ  bushels  sweet  potatoes ,,..,^ ,__. , I*tll0 

Corn  and  hay ,,...,,,,, .„. „ W 

Assorted  plants,,. - ....,.,-.. iSO 

26  acres  fencing , . , , , ,. ,..,*-.      SOU 

40O  boxes „..„.      m 

Rent  of  premises,  3  months^  at  $30  per  mwiith,, ,.. , , ^,„        90 

Loesof  tune,  9  months , , *..---...-r»»»*.,*-r  1,150 

Total ., ,„,,,_..,...  4.8S0 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence,  and  aft^^r  conf^idering  the  brie&  anil  arpiixie«ita  d 

counsel  upon  both  aidee,  mukoB  the  following 

PttrOtNG    OF  FACT. 

During  the  late  civil  war  the  military  forces  of  the  United  States,  by  pf^pvt  iU- 
thority,  for  the  use  of  the  Army,  totik  ftom  the  claimant,  in  the  parish  of  JeflbrmjQ, 
i^tate  of  T^iuisiaua,  property  of  liie  kind  arid  character  describe^l  in  the  petttai^ 
wbicli  at  the  titue  an<l  place  of  taking  was  reastmably  worth  the  sum  of  nino  ha^ 
dred  and  ten  dollars  (1910),  at>  part  of  which  appears  tohave  been  paid. 

The  items  of  rent  of  preniisea  and  losi  of  time  stated  in  the  petition  are  a>>andonpd 
by  claimant. 

By  thb  Court. 

Filed  January  13,  J 908. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  22d  day  of  January,  1908. 

[seal.]  John  Randolph, 

Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
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60th Congress,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  (Document 
Ut  Session.      |  (  No.  566. 


A.  J.  BUERO,  ADMINISTRATOR. 


LBTTBB  FROM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLERK  OF  THE  COTJBT  OF  CLAIMS 
TRANSMITTING  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  COURT 
IN  THE  CASE  OF  A.  J.  BUERO,  ADMINISTRATOR  OF  THE  ESTATE 
OF  ANGELO  BUEBO,  DECEASED,  AGAINST  THE  UNITED  STATES 


January  27,  1908. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  of  Claims, 
Washington  J  January  24,  1908. 
Sm:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court  I  transmit  herewith  a 
certified  copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
wliich  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  committee  on  War 
Claims,  House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883, 
known  as  the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Cl^rJc  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  RepreseniaMves. 


[Court  of  Claimfl.    CongreeiionAl,  No.  4500,  Angelo  Buero  v.  The  United  Btatea.) 

Thia  case,  being  a  claim  for  supplies  or  stores  alleged  to  have  been  taken  by  or 
fumi^ed  to  the  military  forces  of  tne  United  States  for  their  use  during  the  late  war 
for  the  suppression  of  the  rebellion,  the  court  on  a  preliminary  inquiry  finds  that 
Angelo  Buero,  the  person  alleged  to  have  furnished  such  supplies  or  stores,  or  from 
wh(Hn  the  same  are  allegt^d  to  nave  been  taken,  was  loyal  to  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  throughout  said  war. 

By  the  Court. 

FUed  March  19,  1894. 


[Court  of  CUinu.    Coiigreeflional  case  No.  4509.    A.  J.  Buero,  adminiitrator  of  the  estate  of  Angelo 
Buero,  deceased,  v.  The  United  States.] 

STATEMENT  OF  CASE. 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  for  supplies,  or  stores,  alleged  to  have  been 
taken  by  or  furnished  to  the  military  forces  of  the  United  States,  for  their  use  during 
the  late  war  for  the  suppression  of  the  rebellion,  wan  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the 
Committee  on  War  Clamis  of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the  4th  day  of  May, 

looo. 

On  a  preliminary  inquiry  the  court,  on  the  19th  day  of  March,  1894,  found  that  the 
pcnon  alleged  to  have  furnished  the  supplies  or  stores,  or  from  ^koixi  >^^  ^^si^ 


2  A,   3,    BPERO. 

alleged  to  have  bi^en  taken,  w^  loyal  to  the  Government  of  the  Dnited 

throughfjut  said  war* 

The  case  was  brought  to  a  hettring  on  ite  merits  on  Ihe  6th  day  of  January,  19(18. 
Fmucifl  L.  Neubeck,  ea^.,  appeared  for  elaixnant^  the  Attorney -General,  by  Clajk 
McKercher,  wq.^  hie  assistant,  and  under  hia  direction ^  appeared  for  the  defetxae  aii4^H 
protection  of  the  intereBts  of  the  United  Slatee.  ^H 

The  elaimaiit  in  his  petition  niakf^s  the  following  alle^^atione:  ^\ 

That  he  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  Statc^  and  a  rerid^Bt  of  the  county  of  Cliarl^Bt^u, 
in  tbe  State  of  South  Carolina;  that  he  is  the  duly  appointed,  qiialitied^  and  acting 
adQiinigtrator  of  the  estate  of  Aogelo  But-ro,  deceased,  by  ^firtue  of  appi:iiritin#nt  t3 
the  [>robate  court  in  and  for  the  county  of  Chafleelon,  State  of  South  Cartel iiia;  that 
during  the  late  civil  war  aaid  dec^edenl  rcmded  in  eaJd  county  and  ^tate. 

That  he  has  a  claim  against  the  United  States  for  the  use  of  a  sloop  named  jMh*t, 
belonging  to  laid  dect>dent,  from  April  15,  1865,  to  June  15,  1865,  a  penod  of  mxly^^iie 
dayBj  at  the  rate  of  |7*5Q  per  day,  amounting  to  |^57*SO,  also  for  damage  to  add  aJcjrip 
while  eo  nscd  bv  the  United  Stales  authorities,  amouniinir  to  55CO,  and  for  thi*  It  m 
of  the  uee  of  said  aloop,  while  undergoing  repairs,  for  a  pencKi  of  twenty 4he  daja,  al  ' 
the  rate  of  17.50  per  day,  amounting  to  $187.50,  making  a  total  of  |1,145;  that  ^id 
iiloop  waa  so  used  under  the  direction  and  ordere  of  t  aptain  G.  B.  N.  Tower,  chief 
engineer  of  tlie  Navy  Department,  at  or  near  the  city  of  CTiarleston,  S.  €♦,  at  the  time 
aforesaid  for  the  purpoee  of  assisting  in  raimng  the  steamer  BoH&n,  then  eimk  in  thi 
Aahlei'  Rivex. 

Hie  court,  upoD  the  evidence  and  aitcr  considering  tbe  briefs  and  argunienta  * 
counsel  on  both  sidea^  makee  the  following 


FIKDING    OF  FACT. 

During  the  late  civil  war  the  military  forces  of  tiie  United  Btatee,  by  pn>per  ai^- 
thoritv,  tiook  p>s8eBsion  of  the  sltx-ip  Julia,  belonging  to  claim  act*  s  decedent  ami 
used  the  same  for  a  period  of  ah  out  tw^o  months  in  raising  the  sui:k  en  steam  boiU  S^ai^m 
in  {/harlejBton  Harbur,  and  damaged  tbe  same.  The  reasonable  value  of  thv  wm  d 
said  0)ot»p>  together  with  the  injury  thereto,  was  thpo  and  there  the  euia  of  wvm 
Lijndri'd  and  twenty-fi\^^  doliare  ($726),  no  part  of  whitli  aji peart  t/*  have  b6t*n  |xid^ 

Fil^  January  13,  1908. 


A  true  copy. 

Test  this  24tb  day  of  January,  liOgw 

[SSAL.] 


J(Jtl\    tlANnilLMI, 

AMfutam  Cterk  Omrt  ^f  Clmm». 


a&^ 
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OOni  Congress,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  (Document 
1st  Session.      \  \  No.  667. 


HELEN  E.  BOON,  EXECUTRIX. 


LETTER  FROM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  COTJBT  OF  CLAIMS 
TRANSMITTING  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  COURT 
IN  THE  CASE  OF  HELEN  £.  BOON,  EXECX7TRIX  OF  MAITLAND 
BOON,  DECEASED,  SURVIVING  PARTNER  OF  ROBEBT  TILLSON 
A  CO.,  AGAINST  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


January  27,  1908. — Referred  to  the  Cuinmittee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  op  Claims, 
Washingtcniy  January  2^y  1908. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court  1  transmit  herewith  a 
certified  copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  cavse  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  House  of  Representatives, 
under  the  act  of  March  3,  1887,  known  as  the  Tucker  Act. 
I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  GlerJc  Court  of  Gtaivis, 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  tJie  Hou^e  of  Representatives. 


[In  tiM  Court  of  ClaimB.    Congressional,  No.  12251.    Helen  E.  Boon,  executrix  of  Maitland  Boon, 
deceased,  surrlving  partner  of  Robert  Tillson  &  Co.,  v.  The  United  States.I 

STATEMENT  OF  CASE. 

This  is  a  claim  for  losses  sustained  arising  out  of  nonpayment  and  delays  in  payment 
ci  certain  moneys  due  under  contracts  for  eauipmonts  and  accouterments  of  troops 
during  the  war  for  the  suppression  of  the  rebellion. 

On  the  Slst  day  of  Marcn,  1906,  the  House  of  Representatives  referred  to  the  court 
a  bill  in  the  following  words: 

"  [H.  R.  6978.    Fifty-ninth  Congress,  first  session.] 

"A  BILL  For  the  relief  of  Robert  Tlllson  &  Co.,  a  partnership  composed  of  Robert  TiUson  and 

Maitland  Boon. 

*'£eit  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United  States  of  Amer 
tea  in  Congress  assembled,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be,  and  he  is  hereby, 
authorized  and  directed  to  pay  to  Robert  Tlllson  and  Company,  a  partnership  com- 
posed of  Robert  Tillson  and  Maitland  Boon,  late  of  Quincy,  Illinois,  out  of  any  money 
m  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  thirty  thousand  dollars,  being  lor  losses 
sustained  arising  out  of  the  nonpayment  and  long  delay  in  payment  of  certain  moneys 
due  the  firm  of  Robert  Tillson  and  Company  by  the  United  States  for  seventeen 
thousand  five  hundred  complete  sets  of  horse  equipments  and  twenty  thousand  com- 
plete sets  of  infantry  accouterments,  made  and  delivered  by  the  firm  of  Robert  Till- 
son and  Company  under  contracts  with  the  United  States  from  September  sixteenth, 
eighteen  hundred  and  sixty-two,  to  June  twenty-fourth,  eighteen  hundred  and 
sixty-four.'* 


The  cJaimant  appw^^  io  tl*^**^  rrnirt  on  ^iv  27tli  day  of  Octobef,  lIMXf,  »ocl 
Sk  petition  in  whicn  it  ijs  bubetanlially  averred  f)mt; 

During  tbe  war  for  the  suppression  of  the  rebeUion,  Robert  TilJaon  and  Moisiaad 
Boon^  compoaing  the  firm  of  Kohert  Tilbon  &  Co*,  were  residf^ntsof  the  State  of  Tllljuili. 
and  were  loyal  to  the  Govemmettt  of  the  United  States. 

That  during  said  war  the  siid  firm  of  Rohen  Tills^on  dc  Co.  €*ntoPfid  iato  eight  Cffftsao 
cotitrttcts  with  the  United  Statt«  Guvernment  for  the  furuisliing  gf  Buppliiv  «^ 
ts(viijkmentfl  for  the  Uriu  of  the  Unitwl  Ktai«>«<  Araiy,  tuid  utider  tli€fie  coutjT*cit«,  »i  vari- 
ous tirn^  between  October  9,  18G2,  amJ  CVtober  24,  18»i4,  delivcTi^  to  the  otlU  t*r-  And 
ligetit^^  of  the  said  Government  llie  RUitpUes  and  equipments  eo  contracted  tor  lo  ih<* 
amount  of  f494,972,66. 

A U hough  by  the  temia  of  ^id  foni  racUn  juaymenis  were  to  be  luade  to  fhe  cuntf^ciurs 
at  the  rates  tbei*ein  specified  TjjMm  tiie  delivery  and  iU^ceplance  of  the  eaid  suppUiv 
and  pnuipinent,  after  due  in^|)©clion  and  rertifieate  thereof,  the  Unitjed  States  wEoQy 
failed  to  perform  eaid  eontrurta  in  respect  to  the  lime  and  mtinner  of  paytn^ni  mt  rfiM 
after  the  inspection,  delivery,  and  acceptance  of  the  aauie.  the  contract ora  were  obliL^iKi 
to  Fiibmit  their  m^eounts  to  the  Treasury  Depart  nient  ant  I  await  loni^  periodj?  of  Uiat 
for  payment,  and  when  their  accuunis  were  i^eiiled,  to  n^eive  ae  to  a  portion  tJi«nM>f 
the  sum  of  $77,000  in  certificateft'  of  indebted  no wi  iiisietid  o(  current  funda  of  the 
United  Stales. 

Tliere  were  115  distinct  deliveries  made  by  said  coiitnictore  under  the  l  oniric  i# 
aforesaid ,  and  t  he  got  tdp  so  delivered  were,  at  tjie  reep©t*ti ve  t  imee  of  cleli verA  h1 

and  approved  bj^  the  defendantV  fifhcere.  and  billa  therefor  were  duly  avai  i^  ti 

by  the  proper  oflicer?,  and  no  negligence  or  delay  ia  to  be  Mtribut^d  to  tlie  def^iiilant'it 
omcers  or  agents  in  reKnftct  to  the  innpert  ion  of  eaid  gixxk  or  the  iasui^  of  the  voucb«riv 

'  their  tranHmifisitin  oy  the  Ordnance  Department  to  tiie  Treaaury  Department  for 
siyment. 

After  the  voucliers  reachofl  the  Treasury  Det*artment,  Intervala  of  diflereiu  teej^ 
CK.*curre(.l  before  they  were  auilite*!  and  dratlf  L^ued  in  payment  thereof.  The  ahoftfii 
inten*al  between  the  receipt  of  a  voucher  by  the  Treasury  Department  fuad  thc^  i»iiiQ| 
of  a  draft  in  payment  was  seven  days,  and  the  longest  waa  one  hundred  and  fonrf<i<iii 
day*i;  the  averjge  waa  thirl y*BJX  days. 

Dtiriiig  the  period  of  iJie  fulfillment  of  their  contiactB  and  agreements    with  the 
United  htat&B  as  herein  set  forth,  the  sole  business  of  the  claimants  was  the  fiimijihinf 
ol  tlicse  suppliesi  to  the  defendanta  under  said  contracts,  and  their  btudnoee  nf^<«witi«« 
compelled  them  to  borrow  money  by  hypothecatiog  or  selling  their  .vouchers,  and  thf 
rate  of  di&count  paid  by  them  genemllv  was  It)  per  cent  pi^r  iionum, 
I     A  portion  of  the  amount  to  be  paid  tlip  contrncton*,  amount  ing  to  tlie  uttiii  of  |TT,(Jtt;l 
iwae,  aa  aforesaid,  paid    by  the  iflBuiug  cert  it  i  cat  i^  of   indtbiednew  (isufid  under 
nheact  of  March  L  1^2,  12  Btat.  L.,  352).     In  the  making  of  0M^h  pa7meiit,  all  fif 
f  Which  were  mailed  by  the  Treasury  Bepartment  at  Waahington,  D,  C^  to  the  ci»ii- 
tractoia  at  Qnincy,  lib,  25  per  cent  of  Mw:h  payment  woa  represjented  by  these  certifi- 
cates for  thij-t  amount  and  the  remaining  75  pt*r  cent  by  ordinary  Tfeai*ur\^  drafLf^, 
Said  r    -'  '  .  ;r      ^  vi         -^  .  t     '^    ,  .  ^  ,  ^  ;  ,i     i!^!^  ^tf  1^^  than  their  par  value  and 
were  sold  by  said  contractors  at  a  loss  of  7 J  per  cent. 

The  loss  suffered  by  the  claimants  by  reason  of  the  delays  in  payment  after  delivery 
was  $4,949.73. 

The  loss  suffered  by  reason  of  the  failure  of  the  defendants  to  pay  in  current  funds», 
for  the  portion  of  the  payments  for  which  certiticatcs  of  indebtediiees  were  iasued,  was 
15,775. 

The  case  was  brought  to  a  hearing  on  loyalty  and  merits  on  the  21flt  day  of  Februar)'. 
19()7.  Ralston  &  Siddons.  esqs. ,  appoarod  for  the  claimant ,  and  the  Attomey-Genersd, 
by  John  Q.  Thompson,  esq.,  his  assistant  and  under  his  direction,  appeared  for  tht* 
defense  and  protection  of  the  intercuts  of  the  United  States. 

Heretofore,  to  wit,  on  the  2d  day  of  January,  1875,  the  claimant's  decedent,  Robert 
Tillson,  and  others,  filed  in  this  court  under  the  general  jurisdiction  thereof  their  peti- 
tion (numbered  10155)  against  the  United  States  for  the  same  and  identical  claim 
referred  to  the  court  under  the  reference  hereinbefore  mentioned,  and  said  cause  wa« 
on  said  petition  adjudicated.  Findings  of  fact  wore  filed  and  a  judgment diami^ing 
the  petition  wa.s  entered,  together  with  an  opinion,  all  of  which  appears  in  11 C.  CU.  R., 
758,  of  which  the  following  is  an  exact  copy: 

'FINDINGS  OF  FACr. 

"This  case  having  been  heard  by  the  Court  of  Claims,  the  coiut,  upon  the  evidence, 
finds  the  facb<  to  be  as  follows: 

"I.  The  claimants  and  the  defeudautd  entered  into  the  varioua  contracts  and  agree- 
ments set  forth  in  the  petition. 


^ 
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''n.  The  claimants,  at  various  times  between  the  9th  October,  1862,  and  the  24th 
October,  1864,  delivered  horse  equipments  and  infantry  accouterments,  under  said 
contracts  and  agreements,  to  the  defendants'  officers  at  the  United  States  arsenal  in 
St.  Louis,  to  the  amount  of  $494,972.66. 

"III.  There  were  one  hundred  and  fifteen  distinct  deliveries  of  the  above-described 
soods  made  by  the  claimants,  extending  from  the  9th  October,  1862,  to  the  24th  Octo- 
Der,  1864,  and  the  goods  delivered  wore  then,  at  the  respective  times  of  delivery, 
inspected  and  approved  by  the  defencJ ants'  officers,  and  bills  therefore  were  duly 
authenticated  by  the  proper  officers  of  the  Ordnance  Department,  as  provided  by  the 
contract,  and  no  negligence  or  delay  is  attributable  to  the  officers  of  Ordnance  Depart- 
ment in  regard  to  the  inspection  of  the  goods  or  the  issuing  of  the  vouchers.  The 
vouchers  so  received  by  the  claimants  were  by  them  presented  to  the  Ordnance  Office 
in  Washington,  and  were  by  the  Ordnance  Office  transmitted  to  the  Treasury,  to  be 
audited  and  paid,  and  no  delay  in  so  transmitting  them  is  attributable  to  the  Ordnance 
Office.  After  the  vouchers  reached  the  Treasury  Department,  intervals  of  different 
length  occurred  before  they  were  audited  and  drafts  issued  in  payment  thereof.  The 
shortest  interval  between  the  receipt  of  a  voucher  by  the  Treasury  Department  and 
the  issuing  of  the  draft  in  payment  was  seven  days,  and  the  longest  was  one  hundred 
and  fourteen  days;  the  average  was  thirty-six  days.  During  the  period  of  the  fulfill- 
ment of  their  contracts  and  agreements,  before  described,  the  claimants'  business 
neceesitiee  compelled  them  to  borrow  money  by  hypothecating  or  selling  their  vouchew, 
and  the  rate  of  discount  paid  by  them  generally  was  10  per  cent  per  annum. 

"IV.  A  portion  of  the  payments  made  to  the  claimants  upon  the  vouchers  before 
described  were  made,  to  tne  extent  of  25  per  cent  thereof,  by  certificates  of  indebted- 
ness issued  under  the  act  Ist  March,  1862  (12  Stat.  L..  p.  352).  These  certificates 
were  sent  by  mail  to  the  claimants,  accompanied  by  orainory  Treasury  drafts  for  the 
r^naining  75  per  cent  of  the  payments.  The  claimants  neither  solicited  such  certfi- 
cates  nor  objected  to  them,  fefing  below  par  in  the  market,  the  claimants  sold  them 
at  a  discount  of  7i  per  cent.  The  total  amount  of  the  certificates  so  issued  to  them 
was  $77,000,  and  the  discount  or  loss  suffered  by  the  claimants  in  disposing  of  them 
lor  cash  was  $5,775 

"And  upon  the  fore  .oing  facts  the  Court  of  Claims  decides  as 

"conclusions  op  law, 

"  I.  The  loss  and  damage  suffered  bv  the  claimants  from  the  failure  to  keep  and  per- 
form the  contracts  referred  to  in  the  findings  aforesaid,  as  to  the  time  and  manner  of 
payment  thereof  were  too  remote  to  be  a  suoject  of  recovery  in  this  action  within  the 
meaning  and  intent  of  the  private  act  for  the  relief  of  the  claimant,  passed  June  23, 
1874. 

"  II.  The  claimants,  by  voluntarily  accepting  certificates  of  indebtedness  in  part 
payment  of  their  demands,  are  excluded  from  saying  that  such  payments  were  in 
violation  of  the  terms  of  their  contracts  with  the  Government. 

"  III.  In  contracting  with  the  Government  the  claimants  submitted  themselves  to 
the  regular  routine  of  public  business,  and  are  not  entitled  to  recover  damages  for  the 
delays  which  occurrea  in  auditing  their  vouchers  in  the  Treasury  Department. 

"NOTT,  J.,  delivered  the  opinion  of  the  court: 

"A  majority  of  the  court  are  of  the  opinion  that  the  dainages  resulting  to  the  claim- 
ants from  their  inability  to  purchase  on  a  rising  market  in  consequence  of  the  Grov- 
emment's  delay  in  making  payments,  are  too  remote  to  be  the  subject  of  judicial 
relief  within  the  intent  and  meaning  of  the  private  act  passed  for  the  claimants'  relief 
on  the  23d  of  June,  1874,  and  in  that  conclusion  I  concur.  A  majority  of  the  court 
are  also  of  the  opinion  that  the  claimants  should  not  recover  the  discount  paid  by 
them  on  the  certificates  of  indebtedness  which  they  voluntarily  accepted  in  part 
payment  of  their  accounts  against  the  Government,  and  in  that  conclusion  I  also 
concur.  A  majority  of  the  court  also  are  of  the  opinion  that  the  delays  in  auditing  the 
claimants'  accounts  in  the  Treasury  Department  did  not  constitute  a  breach  of  the  con- 
tracts before  referred  to,  and,  therefore,  that  nothing  is  equitably  due  to  the  claimants 
within  the  intent  and  meaning  of  the  private  act  for  the  failure  of  che  Government 
to  keep  and  perform  the  contracts  as  to  the  time  of  payment,  inasmuch  as  in  contracting 
with  tne  Government  the  parties  submitted  themselves  to  the  regular  routine  of  the 
public  business. 

"  In  that  conclusion  I  am  unable  to  concur,  being  of  the  opinion  that  the  delay  was 
unreasonable  and  in  violation  of  the  te~-ns  of  the  contracts,  and  that  the  private  act 
was  intended  to  make  the  claimants  whole  in  this  particular,  and  that  they  should 
recover  interest  upon  the  payments  thus  delayed ;  but  in  thd  absence  of  our  brother, 
Mr.  Justice  Richardson,  it  is  impossible  to  render  final  judgment  without  my  con- 
cumnce.  and  as  the  claimants'  counsel  have  intimated  a  desire  to  take  the  casa  V^ 


HELKN    K.    BOON. 


th^  ??iipr©me  Court,  I  unite  with  the  majority  of  the  court  in  direfting  ludgnieni  w 
be  eniered  in  fa^^or  of  the  defendants*" 

Thereaiter  the  case  was  api>eaIod  to  the  Supreme  Ckjurt  of  the  United  StAlea,  and 
the  deciaion  of  tliifl  court  was  aliirmed  (100  U.  S..  43). 

Wherefore,  the  court  holds  that  the  said  cause  in  rea  judicata  in  this  court  under 
the  authority  of  the  case  of  Le  More  (35  C.  Cla.  R..  9).  and  the  Ciise  of  Hartiens  (42 
C.  Qls.  E.I  — )f  and  the  evidence  now  submitted  iti  aupport  of  said  claim  is  not  con- 
si  J  ered. 

By  thb  Cotmf. 

FUed,  February  24p  1907. 


A  true  copy, 

Tebt  rliie 23a  day  ol  January^  1908, 


JottM  Ranuoii-tt, 
Aiiktimt  Cktk  Court  of  Clmmi* 


60thCongbbs8,  )   HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  (Document 
l8t  Session.     J  J  No.  668. 


MARY  E.  JA!ifES. 


liBTTBB  FROM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  COTJBT  OF  CLAIMS 
TBANSMITTINO  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  COTJBT 
IN  THE  CASE  OF  MABY  E.  JAMES,  WIDOW  OF  THOMAS  JAMES, 
DECEASED,  AGAINST  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


Januabt  27,  1908. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  op  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

Washingtorij  January  21 ,  1908. 
Sib:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court  I  transmit  herewith  a  cer- 
tified copy  of  the  findings  of  fact  filed  by  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  tliis  court  by  the  Committee  on  War  Claims, 
House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883,  known  as 
the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  ClairrLS 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives, 


[Goart  of  CUimi.    Congressional  12640-14.    Kary  E.  James,  wtdow  of  Thomas  James,  deceased,  t. 

The  United  States.) 

STATEMENT   OF   CASE. 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  wa.M  tranHmitt(Hl  to  tli<*  court  by  tlic  Commit- 
tee on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  KeprewMitatives  on  tin*  Kith  day  of  .luno,  1906. 
The  case  was  brought  to  a  hearing  on  its  merits  on  the  20tli  day  of  January,  1908. 

Lyon  A  Lyon  and  C.  1).  Pennc^baker,  (^qs.,  api^'ured  for  the  claimant,  and  the 
Attorney-General,  by  G.  M.  Anderson,  esq.,  his  iissistant  and  under  his  direction, 
appeared  for  the  defense  and  the  j^rotection  of  the  interests  of  the  Iiiit<'d  States. 

The  claimant  in  her  petition  makf^s  sulstantially  the  following  allegati«)ns: 

1.  That  ehe  w  a  citizen  of  the  I'nited  States  and  resident  of  the  county  of  Jackson, 
in  the  State  of  Missouri,  and  Ls  the  widow  of  Thomas  James.  dec<»ased. 

2.  That  said  Thomas  James.  bein«j  the  first  s<*rgeant  of  Company  H,  Twentv-ei^hth 
Regiment  Illinois  Volunteer  Infantry,  was  duly  apj)ointed  or  commissioned  by  the 
governor  of  the  State  of  Illinois  as  second  lieuienant  thereof  on  November  9,  1S65; 
and  that  from  and  after  said  date  the  said  Thoma.^  James  assumed  and  j)erformed 
all  the  duties  of  his  said  grade  until  March  9.  I «()<;.  when  he  was  must<»red  out  as 
first  sergeant;  said  regiment  was  continuously  below  the  minimum  num])er  pre- 
scribed oy  law  and  regulation,  and  for  this  reason,  and  no  other,  said  Thomas  James 
was  refused  muster  and  recognition  in  the  grade  of  second  lieutenant  diunng  said 
period. 


a.  That  during  eaid  period  Uie  said  Thomas  James  was  allowed  and  pm4  trnlj  tlir 
pay  and  alio  wan  cea  of  a  firat  eergeant.  although  he  was  in  the  cotititiuriusi  perfcirtnAtier 
of  tlie  dtitiee  of  second  Ueuteaaiit. 

Upon  the  reports  fumislied  by  the  War  and  Treasury^  Depart  men  t^^  and  upon  otbet 
evitlence  and  upon  brie/e  and  argumenta  of  couneel,  the  cuurt  makfi  the  followiiig 

FlNniNOa    OP   FACT. 

1,  Mary  £.  JameS}  widow  of  Thomas  James^  deceased ^  the  claimant  of  tble  casr, 
^idttzen  01  the  United  States  and  resident  of  tlie  county  of  Jackaon  in  the  SUte  ci 

ouri, 

2.  On  November  9,  1865,  Thomas  Jame^  was  first  servant  of  Company  B,  Twenty- 
eighth  Regiment  Illinois  Voluuteor  Infantry.  On  that  dale  and  until  he  was  mti*- 
tered  out  of  the  service,  to  wit,  on  March  9<  1^60,  the  mme  was  and  continued  to  be 

\  below  the  minimum  number  prescribed  by  General  (Jrdera,  No.  1K2,  of  the  War 
Departmetjt,  of  June  20,  1863,  carrying  into  effect  w^ction  20  of  the  act  of  Congre** 
[approved  March  3,  1863  (12  Btat.  L,,  p,  734 1. 

The  tiiecond  lieute[iant  of  Baid  Conipat>y  B,  Twenty-eighth  Ee^iment  Illinois  Vol- 
unteor  Infantry,  being  then  and  thereafter  ovit  of  service  ia  aaid  grad*?,  the  dn ties  of 
second  lietitenant  devolved  upon  said  Thomas  JameSj  who  then  and  thereafter  asetimed 
and  performed  all  tlie  dntiea  of  eecotid  lieutermnt  of  satd  Cotnpatjy  U^  Twenty-eigbth 
Ket(iment  IlUn;  is  Volunteer  lnfaut^J^ 

The  governor  oi  the  State  of  lllin*>ja  ulstj  issued  to  said  Thomas  James  a  cousmiBscic^ci 
as  serand  lieutenant.  Company  B,  Twentv-eighth  Regiment  niinoia  Volunteer 
Infantry. 

S.  On  the  said  November  9,  1805,  the  mustering  officer  then  and  thereafter  c«fiued 
to  muster  the  said  Tlionias  Jamee  as  second  lieutenant  of  said  Company  B^  Twenty- 
eighth  Regiment  IlUnoia  Volunteer  Infant ry,  f^»lely  Ix^cause  hm  commnd  iraa  below 
its  minimum  Hlrength,  as  aforesaid,  although  he  continued  to  perform  th«  dallet  €i 
ieeond  lieutenant  until  he  was  muMered  out  of  the  service  as  tlrst.  servant.  Majdi  9, 

4.  Excepting  a  short  payment  of  f4.18,  he  has  been  properly  paid  as  aii  enlisC^ 
man  fmm  enrolhnent  to  dischai^e,  incJudin^^  flOO  bc^unty  under  act  of  July  22,  Ififtl, 
and  $400  veteran  1>ounty  under  joint  resolution  uf  Januarys  1%,  1804,  also  travel  idloir^ 
ancefl.  He  was  overpai*l  47  cents  f<jr  clothings  If  he  is  to  be  paid  as  a  second  lami* 
tenant  from  November  9,  1S65,  to  Mardi  ft,  1806.  ineluiive.  there  would  be  due: 

Second  lieutenant^s  pay^  4  months  and  1  day. .....,,,, * ,,  f  181. 50 

Second  Ueutenatit's  subsist eiice^  121  days, ......-,,-__. , _  242. 00 

f?econd  lieutenant's  travel  allowance,  73  miles. .*._...._. , 12. 77 

Pay  short  paid,  l>©fore  skated ,...,,,.,.. 4,  W 

Total 440.45 

Debits: 

Pay  received  as  first  sergeant,  4  months  1  day |96. 80 

Clothing  received  as  first  sergeant,  same  period 25. 81 

Subsistence  as  first  sergeant.  121  days 23.  57 

Veteran  boimty  forfeited 140. 00 

Travel  received  as  first  sergeant 3. 90 

Clothing  overpaid,  before  stated 47 

290.55 

Balance  due  claimant  (one  hundred  and  forty-nine  dollars  and  ninety 
cent.s) 149.90 

By  thb  Court. 

If,  however,  it  should  be  decided  that  the  soldier,  who  served  as  an  enlisted  man 
from  August  3,  1861,  to  November  8,  1865  (4  years  3  months  5  days),  did  not  forfeit  any 
part  of  his  veteran  bounty  when  promoted  second  lieutenant  November  9,  1865,  the 
amount  due  will  ])e  increased  $140,  and  then  will  be  $289.90. 

Filed  January  20,  1908. 

A  true  (•(►py. 

Test  this  2()th  day  of  January,  1908. 

[seal.]  John  Randolph, 

Assistant  Clerk  Court  cf  CUrnt. 

o 


60th  Congress,  )   HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES,  i  Document 
1st  Session.      \  I  No.  669. 


HENRIETTA  V.  DALE. 


I4BTTBB  FROM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  COTJBT  OF  CLAIMS 
TBANSMITTING  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  COUBT 
IN  THE  CASE  OF  HENBIETTA  V.  DALE,  WIDOW  OF  JOHN  J.  DALE, 
DECEASED,  AGAINST  THE  T7NITED  STATES. 


Januaby  27,  1908. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Clerk's  Office, 
Washington,  January  21,  1908. 
Sm:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court,  I  transmit  herewith  a  cer- 
tified copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War 
Claims,  House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883, 
known  as  the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Glerk  Court  of  Olaims, 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives, 

rOoort  of  CUims.    Congressional,  No.  1216»-44.    Henrietta  V.  Dale,  widow  of  John  J.  Dale,  deceased 

V,  The  United  States.  ] 

STATEMENT  OF  CASE. 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the  Committee 
on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the  27th  day  of  March,  1906.  The 
case  was  brought  to  a  hearing  on  its  merits  on  the  20th  day  of  January,  1908. 

C.  D.  Pennelmker.  esq..  aj)peare<l  for  the  claimant,  and  the  Attorney-General, 
by  G.  M.  Anderson,  esq.,  his  assistant  and  under  his  direction,  appeared  for  the 
defense  and  the  protection  of  the  interests  of  the  United  States. 

The  claimant  in  her  petition  makes  substantially  the  following  allegations: 

1.  That  she  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  and  resident  of  the  county  of  Windham, 
in  the  State  of  Vermont,  and  is  the  widow  of  John  J.  Dale,  deceased. 

2.  That  said  John  J.  Dale  being  the  sergeant  of  Compiiny  F,  Seventeenth  Regiment 
Vennont  Volunteer  Infantry,  was  duly  appointed  or  commissioned  by  the  governor 
of  the  State  of  Vermont  as  second  lieutenant  thereof  on  March  1 1.  1865;  and  that  from 
and  after  said  date  the  said  John  J.  Dale  assumed  and  performed  all  the  duties  of  his 
said  grade  until  May  1.  1865.  when  he  was  musterc<l  in  as  first  lieutenant;  said  regi- 
ment was  continuously  below  the  minimum  number  prescribed  by  law  and  regulation, 
and  for  this  reason,  and  no  other,  said  John  J.  Dale  was  refused  muster  and  recognition 
in  the  grade  of  second  lieutenant  during;  said  period. 

3.  Tnat  during  said  period!  the  said  Jonn  J.  Dale  was  allowed  and  paid  only  the  ]>ay 
and  allowances  of  a  sergeant,  altho  igh  he  was  in  the  continuous  performance  of  the 
dutief*  of  second  lieutenant. 


HKNRIBTTA 


DALE. 


UfKitj  th^  reports  fTirDiflbed  by  the  \\i\f  and  Treainiry  Depart menta,  and  upon  otb^r 
evtiTence  and  upon  briefa  and  ar^uineiit^^  of  f.'<niiieeb  tbe  court  makes  the  following 

flKDINaa  OP  FAOT, 

1.  H^nrietia  V,  Dale^  the  t^ljiimant  of  this  cam,  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  8iatiftl 
resident  of  the  county  of  Windham,  in  the  State  of  Vermont. 

2.  On  March  11^  1S<>5,  John  J.  Dale  was  eei^eant  t>f  rr>mpiiny  F,  SevetrteenUi  Bcgl- 
ment  Vermont  Volunteer  Infantry.  On  that  date  and  until  he  was*  mustered  Itll^  uw 
service,  to  wit,  on  May  1^  1S65,  tht*  same  w^t?  and  continued  to  be  below  tlie  mini* 
mum  number  pre.gcribed  by  tleneral  Ordersn  No.  182^  of  the  War  Departnit^^Dt,  of  Junm 
20 1  1SS3,  carrving  into  effect  section  20  of  the  act  of  Congress  appnived  Man^h  H,  l^it 
(12  Stat.  L.,  p.  7:i4). 

Tlie  secoau  lieutenant  of  said  Com^mny  F,  Seventeenth  Regiment  Vennont  Volun- 
teer Infantry,  ln?ing:  then  and  Iherealter  out  of  service  in  said  grade,  the  duti*^  <ir 
eecond  lieutenant  devolvt^l  uprm  sai*!  John  J,  Dak,  who  then  and  tberi*after  aft«ttBi«d 
Itad  perform<3d  all  the  duties  of  Bccond  lieutenant  of  said  Company  F«  Beveiit<*efitli 
Resyiment  Vermont  Volunteer  Infantry. 

The  governor  of  the  St^te  of  Vermont  also  issued  to  aaid  John  J.  Dale  a  c(«tii^\i«stoii 
aeer^eond  lieutenant,  Company  F^  Sevente^^nth  Regiment  Vermont  Vol unt<^*r  InfAiiirx, 

3.  On  the  said  March  11^  1865,  the  muetering  officer  then  and  thereafter  Telused  lb 
mufter  th(^  eaid  John  J.  Dale  ae  stH^-fnd  litnjt^nant  of  add  Company  F,  SovrnteemJi 
Regiment  Vermont  Volunteer  Infantry,  solely  becaujie  hia  command  wa&  \w\0W  In 
minimum  streiiEthj  ae  aJorf-aaid,  althmgh  he  continued  to  perform  the  duties  of  sectiod 
lieutenant  until  he  was  mustered  into  the  service  m  first  lieutenant  May  1,  1865* 

4.  If  the  said  John  J*  Dale  should  be  deemed  i^etmd  lieutenant  of  Coiapany  F, 
Heventoimth  He^^iment  Vemitmt  Volunteer  Infantry,  and  entitled  to  the  p*v  <if  lliai 
(^rude,  (he  di  Terence  between  hiB  pay  &nd  allowanceei  ae  a  P^ergeant,  whicfi  ha  hm 
rweeived^  and  lb  at  of  a  second  lieutenants  to  which  be  wouJd  have  be^n  entitled  )»4 
he  be^n  mustered  from  the  period  from  March  11  >  1865,  to  April  30,  1S6^,  ttOUM 
amount  to  one  hundred  and  twenty-four  dollars  and  six  cents  (|124.D€)g  is  rC!potUd 
by  Uu?  Audit4:ir  for  the  War  Department. 

By  thb  Cdtmf. 
Filed  January  20,  1008, 


A  true  nj] 
Te^t  Mn 


^y  of  the  findini^  of  furl  «b  filed  by  the  court. 
imh  day  of  January,  1008, 

JOHK  RAMI>t>Lnt, 


60thCongrb88,  I  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  J  Document 
1st  Session.      )  |  No.  570. 


RUSSELL  P.  FINNEY. 


liBTTBB  FROM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  COTJBT  OF  CLAIMS 
TBANSMITTING  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  COUBT 
IN  THE  CASE  OF  BUSSELL  P.  FINNEY  AGAINST  THE  UNITED 
STATES. 


Januabt  27, 1908. — Referred  to  the  C^ommittee  on  War  Olaims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk^s  Office, 

Washington y  January  21 ,  1908, 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court  I  transmit  herewith  a  cer- 
tified copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War  Claims 
of  the  House  of  Representatives  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883, 
known  as  the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Cleric  Couri  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Court  of  CUima.    Congressional,  No.  121G0-52.    Russell  P.  Finney  v.  The  United  States^ 
STATEMENT   OF  CASE. 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the  Conmiittee 
on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the  27th  day  of  March,  1906.  The 
caae  was  brought  to  a  hearing  on  its  merits  on  the  20th  day  of  January,  1908. 

C.  D.  Pennel)aker  appeared  for  the  claimant,  and  the  Attorney-General,  by  G.  M. 
Anderaon,  esq.,  his  assistant  and  under  his  direction,  appeared  for  the  defense  and  the 
protection  of  the  interests  of  the  United  States. 

The  claimant  in  his  petition  makes  substantially  the  following  allegations: 

1.  That  he  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  and  resident  in  the  county  of  Clark,  in 
the  State  of  Indiana. 

2.  That  he,  being  the  captain  of  Company  B,  Sixth  Regiment  Indiana  Volunteer 
Oavalry,  was  duly  appointed  or  commissioned  by  the  p:overnor  of  the  State  of  Indiana 
as  major  tiiereof  on  July  1,  1865,  and  that  from  and  after  said  date  he  assumed  and 
perfonned  all  Uie  duties  of  his  said  grade  until  September  26,  1865,  when  he  was 
mustered  out  as  captain.  Said  re^ment  was  continuously  below  the  minimum  num- 
ber prescribed  bylaw  and  regulation,  and  for  this  reason,  and  no  other,  he  was  refused 
muBter  and  recognition  in  the  grade  of  major  during  said  period. 

3.  That  during  said  period  he  was  allowed  and  paid  only  the  pay  and  allowan<M-8  of 
m  captain,  although  he  was  in  the  continuous  performance  of  the  dxiUo^  <.A  w\<&\q>x. 


BBSQELI*   V.   TTPmET* 


I 


Dpon  Hie  repfJita  furnieheU  by  the?  War  and  1V(.*4ieur>'  Dej>artnienis,  and  upon  othctr 
ffvidencTS  %nd  upon  htMe  and  ai^nieints  cif  i\kimtH4.  the  cgiirt  makes  the  following 

1.  Ruu^ell  F.  Finney,  the  clainmnt  in  ihU  caae^  if  a  citisen  oi  tbt^  t7nJied  SUilmAiid 
T^flident  in  the  county  of  Clark,  in  tht  State  of  Indi&na, 

£,  On  Jttly  1,  1865,  tlie  said  Russell  P^  Finney  was  captain  of  Company  B,  Six  IB 
Regiment  Indiana  Vu!unte€T  Cavalry.  Un  that  dfttd  anct  until  he  was  mtietef^  cml 
of  tne  serviee*  to  wit,  on  September  26,  1865,  the  aajnit*  vas  and  cfjDtinued  to  bt*  bdov 
the  minimum  nuniher  preecriljed  by  General  OrdeiB,  Kt>.  1^2,  of  the  War  Drpajtmestv 
of  June  20,  \8^t  c&rrymg  into  effect  aedion  20  of  the  act  of  Congreei  Appro vnd  IJanrJi 
3,  l8d,'i(l2Stat.L.,  p.  734), 

The  major  of  mid  Sixth  Regiment  Indiana  Volunteer  Cavalry  Joeing  then  and  there- 
after out  of  servite  in  ^d  graiie,  the  duiies  of  major  devoh cd  upon  thia  c la Jniaait, 
who  then  and  tl>en<afti'i'  as&mmed  and  performed  all  the  dutiei^  of  toa)or  of  wiid  Sixt^ 
K^mejit  of  Indiana  Vi*hmteerCavalr>^ 

The  governor  of  the  fitatjs  of  Indiana  aleo  iiwned  to  this  claimant  a  commiMioii  m 
major.  Sixth  R*^inient  Indiana  Volunteer  Ca^"iilry> 

3.  On  tht:  &^id  Jnly  1 ,  1SG5,  the  mustering  oflieer  t  hen  and  thereafter  refused  to  muiitr 
tjiia  claim  ati  t  as  major  of  eai  d  S  ix  t  h  Regi  raent  ladianaVoiunleerCavalryoolely  l>«cftlttf 
hiB  command  waa  below  its  minimum  girength^  m  aforeifaid,  although  he  cantiniiod  t0 
perform  the  duties  of  major  until  he  wan  muatercd  ant  of  the  service  ae  capt4iin  8e|^ 
tember  26,  1865, 

4.  If  the  said  Rufieell  F.  Finney  should  be  deemeii  major  of  the  Sixth  llegim«nt 
Indiana  VohmteerLmalryaLtul  entitled  t4jthe  pay  of  thatgnuJe.  the  difference  l>ctwr«o 
hie  pay  and  allowaneeeai^ a  ci*j>t3in  which  he  has  re< eived,  aud  that  of  a  major  to  which 
he  would  have  been  entitled  had  he  lieen  miiaf^^red  for  the  period  from  July  1,  IM, 
to  8eptejnberi?6,  lS6i3,  would  amomitto  onehuinlred  ai^tj  filty*thrcedollar8  and  oiaetj- 
Jive  cents  if  153. 95),  aa  r©|K>rted  by  the  Auditor  for  the  l^'ai"  Department^  includiJig  a 
ihort  payment  nf  $15.45. 

Bt  thm  Corwf. 
Piled  January  20,  1908. 


A  tnit'  fcipy  of  the  tindinge  of  fact  aa  file*!  by  tiie  uouit, 
Tetrt  this  20th  day  of  January,  1908, 

Amitatd  Ckrk  Cmai  if  CNm, 


^ 


eOTH  CoNOBESS,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  (Document 
1st  Session.      \  |  No.  571. 


ELVIRA  D.  GREGG. 


LBTTBB  FBOM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  COTJET  OF  CLAIMS 
TBANSMITTINa  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  COTJBT 
IN  THE  CASE  OF  ELVIBA  D.  GBEGG,  WIDOW  OF  XODSON  H.  GBEGG, 
DECEASED,  AGAINST  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


jAirUABT27,  1908. — Referred  to  the  Comiiiittee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

Washin{ftony  January  21,  1908, 
Sm:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court  I  transmit  herewith  a 
certified  copy  of  the  findings  fded  by  tlie  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  Vas  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War 
Claims,  House  of  Representatives,  imder  the  act  of  March  3,  1883, 
known  as  the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


rOoart  of  Clftim0.    CongreMional,  No.  1216<MiO.    Elvira  D.  Oregg.  widow  of  Judson  H.  Oress,  v  The 

United  States.] 

STATEMENT  OF  CASE. 

Hie  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the  Commit- 
tee on  War  Gaims  of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the  27th  day  of  March,  1906. 
Tlie  case  was  brought  to  a  hearing  on  its  merits  on  the  20th  day  of  January,  1908. 

C.  D.  Pennebaker,  esq.,  appeared  for  the  claimant,  and  the  Attorney-General,  by 
Creorge  M.  Anderson,  esq.,  his  assistant  and  under  his  direction,  appeared  for  the 
defense  and  the  protection  of  the  interests  of  the  United  States. 

Hie  claimant  in  her  petition  makes  substantiallv  the  following  allegations: 

1.  That  she  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  and  resident  of  the  county  of  Ingham, 
in  the  State  of  Michigan,  and  is  the  widow  of  Judson  H.  Gregg,  deceased. 

2.  That  said  Judson  H.  Gregg  l^eing  the  sergeant  of  Company  B,  Twenty-third  Regi- 
ment Michisan  Volunteer  Inmntry,  was  duly  appointed  or  commissioned  by  the 
gOTemor  of  the  State  of  Michigan  as  second  lieutenant  thereof  on  August  15, 1864;  and 
that  from  and  after  October  6,  1864,  the  said  Judson  H.  Gregg  assumed  and  performed 
aO  the  duties  of  his  said  grade  until  December  24,  1864,  when  he  was  mustered  in  as 
such;  said  regiment  was  continuously  below  the  minimum  number  prescribed  by 
law  ioA  reffulationj  and  for  this  reason,  and  no  other,  said  Judson  H.  Gt^,^^ 
miMter  ana  recognition  in  the  grade  of  second  lieutenant  dxuing  o^d  ^xvodi. 


I 


3,  Tliiil.  during  aaid  period  the  *iaiil  Jii*l&(.*iJ  H.  tlrtg^  wtie  all(.*wed  aiid  paifi  fihly  the 
p»y  aiul  iil]owanc<^s  oi  a  j^rg*  ant,  alibfuigh  he  was  in  tht*  eonijrm<*ii^  prrfTirmance  of 
the  dutit's  of  secfmd  lieutf  njiiil. 

Upon  the  reports  furnbh^^d  by  tlie  War  and  Trt^wnury  Departnaenta,  and  upon  i4fm 
evidence  and  upon  briefs  and  argumente  of  rniuiiet*!,  tlie  court  makes  the  foUowuif 


riNI»TKOfl»  or  FACT, 


i 


J.  Elvira  D.  Grt^gg,  the  ebiinuiit  uf  lb  is  caet*,  is  b  eitiv.cii  of  the  Vnit^  ^UAtm  *nii 
reBidi^nt  of  tbc  county  of  higbam,  in  tht*  Stut^*  oi  Micbigan. 

2.  On  October  6,  1864,  JiidRjn  [[,  (ir*^  was  serfeaut  of  Company  B,  Twenty-lliifd 
Rcgimeut  Michigan  Voluntin^r  Infaiitry.  On  that  date  and  until  he  wbb  mueMid 
into  the  service,  to  wit,  on  IK  c:i*nil>t^r  24]  ISfrl,  the  aame  was  and  continued  to  b«  f  '  ~ 


the  minim  tun  iiumb(*r  jprcwscribed  by  Getipral  Orderp,  No*  182,  of  the  War  DepaitiiMdiL 
of  June  20,  1863,  carrviug  into  offf  ct  8wtion  20  of  the  act  of  Congress  approved  Mmidk 
3,  l^S  (12  Stat.  L.,  p.  734), 

The  sf^ftnid  lieiiLt/uant  of  mwl  <  ompany  B,  Twenty-third  Rt^j^iment  MicJugBD  Vd'^ 
unteer  lufaiitry,  being  then  and  tbcri^lt^r  out  of  service  in  eaid  ^rade,  the  aotliii  o( 
second  licutL^imnt  devolved  upon  gsdd  Judson  E.  Gregg,  who  tTien  and  th**r«ifU"f 
assumed  and  perfonn^^d  all  the  duties  of  second  lieutenant  of  ^id  Company  1),  IVnity* 
third  Region >nt  Michi^n  Volunteer  Infantry* 

The  governor  of  the  ^itate  of  Michigan  also  issued  to  enid  Jud»oji  H,  Gregg  a  ^onxuiu^ 
sion  fud  ^cond  lieutenant  Ct>nipany  H,  Twenty-third  Re^^iment  Michigan  Volontetr 
Infantry. 

3.  On  the  mid  October  6,  184)4,  the  mueteriog  othcer  th^^n  and  thereafter  refujMiij  ^ 
muBter  the  ^Lud  Judson  H*  Greg^  as  second  lieutenant  of  said  Company  B^  Tirentv*tl)ipd 
Begiujcnt  Michigan  VohuTteer  lo  fan  try.  solely  becauw  hb^  cotninand  wjis  below  iU 
minimum  s^tren^Ui,  m  afofe??aid,  although  he  continued  to  perform  the  duties  of  ^ecood 
lieutenant  until  he  was  mustered  into  the  service  as  such,  December  24,  1S64. 

14,  If  the  B^d  Jiidsfjn  H.  Gree^  should  be  deemed  second  lieutenant  of  Compuiy  B, 
Twenty-third  Regiment  Michigan  Volunteer  I nfantr>%  and  entitleil  to  the  pay  uf  thai 
grade,  the  differonrc^  between  hi?  pay  and  allowances  as  a  pcrgcant,  whicJi  b<*  hm 
received,  ami  That  of  a  second  lieutenanl,  to  which  he  w^ould  have  Ik-cu  entitM  *  ' 
he  been  nniBUred  trtjui  the  [i*^ri(KJ  fn^m  Ocb>berti,  I8(i4.  lo  I)et^emlw[»r  23.  I8*H, 
amount  to  one  himdrL^  and  ^sixteen  ddlnrsand  Iwenty-eighl  eittits  (f  1 16.3&),  a^re] 
by  the  Auditor  for  rhe  War  Department, 

I  Bit  th^  €ons;»      J 

FUed  January  20.  11*08,  I 

A  true  copy  of  the  iindiugs  of  fact  as  filed  by  the  court,  B 

T«it  ^ii  26th  day  of  Jammry,  1008,  ^ 

[seal.]  John  Randolph, 

Assistant  Clerk  Coxwi  of  Claims. 


60thC!ongbe88,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  (Document 
Ut  Session.      |  J  No.  672. 


JOHN  HAMHiTON. 


XiBTTBB  FROM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLERK  OF  THE  COURT  OF  CLAIMS 
TRANSMITTINa  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  COXTRT 
IN  THE  CASE  OF  JOHN  HAMILTON  AGAINST  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


Jakuabt  27, 1908.— Referred  to  the  Gommittee  on  War  ClaimB  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


C!ouRT  OF  Claims, 
Wcbshingion,  January  21, 1908. 
Sm:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court  I  transmit  herewith  a  certi- 
fied copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War 
Claims,  House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883, 
known  as  the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Cleric  (hurt  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


(In  the  Court  of  Claims.    Coogresslonal,  No.  12189-81.    John  Hamilton  v.  The  United  State84 

STATEMENT  OF   CASE. 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the  Committee 
on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the  27th  day  of  March,  1906.  The 
case  was  brought  to  a  hearing  on  its  merits  on  the  20th  day  of  January,  1908. 

C.  D.  Pennebaker,  esq.,  appeared  for  the  claimant,  and  the  Attorney-General,  by 
G.  M.  Anderson,  esq.,  his  assistant  and  under  his  direction,  appeared  for  the  defense 
and  the  protection  of  the  interests  of  the  United  States. 

The  claimant,  in  his  petition,  makes  substantially  the  following  allegations: 

1.  That  he  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  and  resident  in  the  county  of  Franklin, 
in  the  State  of  Ohio. 

2.  That  he,  being  the  first  sergeant  of  Company  I,  Twelfth  Regiment  Ohio  Volun- 
teer Cavalry,  was  duly  appointed  or  commissioned  by  the  governor  of  the  State  of 
Ohio  as  second  lieutenant  tnereof  on  June  16,  1865;  and  that  itrom  and  after  said  date 
he  assumed  and  performed  all  the  duties  of  his  said  grade  until  November  1,  1865, 
when  he  was  mustered  in  as  such;  said  raiment  was  continuously  below  the  mini- 
mum number  described  by  law  and  r^nlation,  and  for  this  reason,  and  no  other,  he 
WM  refused  muster  and  recognition  in  the  grade  of  second  lieutenant  during  said  period. 
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JOmf   HAMILTON. 


wiod  lie  waa  allowed  and  paid  only  the  pay  and  allowainrefl  of  m 
I  he  was  in  tbe  continuouB  pefformaDce  cif  the  duties  of  seco&d 


Z.  That  during  Bftidi 

lieutenaDt. 

Upon  the  reporte  furnished  by  the  War  and  Treasury  D apartments  and  viptm  oth^ 
e viaen  ce  and  upon  bri  ef a  and  argmtien  ta  of  counstcl  the  court  m  akee  the  f o!  lowing         j 


FINDIKOB   0¥   PACT  " 

I,  John  Hamilton,  the  cl&unant  in  this  ca^»  k  a  citizen  of  the  United  Statei  and 
resident  in  the  county  ot  Franklin,  in  the  State  of  Ohio. 

IL  On  Ju]v  It  1S65,  the  said  John  Hamilton  wa*  hrat  serfeant  of  Twelfth  Eogi^ 
ment  Ohio  Volunteei  Cavalry^  On  that  date  and  until  he  waa  mttaLered  inio  thct 
iervice — to  wit,  on  November  1,  1S65— die  Bain^^  is  as  and  continued  to  be  below  lh*f 
minimum  number  pn^ecribed  by  General  Orders,  No.  182,  of  the  War  Departin^itr 
]pi  Jime  2Qt  1863,  carrying  into  effect  section  20  of  the  act  of  CongrefiS  apprt>v^  March 
3,  186ii  (12  Stat.  L.,  p.  734). 

The  eecoud  lieutenant  of  said  company  I,  Twelfth  Regiment  Ohio  Volunteer  Cav- 
alry, being  then  and  thereafter  out  of  service  in  said  ^ade,  the  duties  of  second  li^u- 
I  tenant  devolved  upon  this  claimant,  who  then  and  thc^reaiit'r  aseimied  and  p»erfonned 
'&U  the  dutieaof  second  lieutenant  oi  said  Company  1,  Twelfth  Regiment  Ohio  Volun- 
teer Cavalry, 

The  governor  of  ttte  State  of  Ohio  &1bo  i^eued  to  this  claimant  a  eommimon  as  «ec^nd 
lieutenant,  Company  I,  Twelfth  Regiment  Ohio  Volunteer  Cavalry, 

III,  On  the  Kiid  July  1,  1865,  the  mui^terin^  officer  then  and  thereufter  refused  to 
muster  this  claimant  as  second  liei»teiiant  of  said  C^ompany  1,  Twelfth  R^fimcDl  Ohia 
Volunteer  Cavalry,  solely  because  his  command  was  below  its  minimum  Bimiglh| 
as  aforesaid,  although  he  continued  to  perform  the  duties  of  second  lieuteiuuit  imtu 
he  was  mustered  into  tlie  service  as  such  November  1,  1SB5. 

IV.  If  the  aaid  John  Hamilton  should  he  deemed  sect>i]d  lieutenant  of  Compwiy  I^ 
Twelfth  Regiment  Ohio  Volnnteer  Cavalry,  arid  entitled  to  the  pay  of  thjtt  giwltv 
the  di^erence  between  his  pay  and  allijwanLeB  as  a  lirM  jsergeaut  which  he  has  r9oeiv«4f 
SJid  that  of  a  ^corvd  lieutenant  to  which  he  would  have  been  eiUtlLed  bad  hm  b«flO 
mustered  for  the  pencil  from  July  1^  1505,  to  Octoiier  HI,  1^5.  would  mtmnmwn*^  t» 
two  hundred  and  aeventy-two  dollars  mid  i^jventy^siniveri  cents  ^#272,77),  wilJiOQt 
0ervant^  as  reported  by  the  Auditor  for  the  War  Departments 

Bv  TUB  C(iiiiir« 
Filed  January  20,  1908. 

A  true  copy  of  the  findinge  of  fact  as  tiled  by  the  cot  lit/ 

Test  this  20th  day  of  January,  IDtJS. 

[sBAi.,]  John  RAicDotJPfi, 

Am$(ant  Ckrk  Court  q/  Vlaimt. 


"% 


eOTH  Congress,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES,  j  Document 
Igt  Session.      )  I    No.  573. 


RICHARD  M.  JOHNSON. 


liBTTEB  FROM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLERK  OF  THE  GOX7BT  OF  CLAIMS 
TBANBHrrriNQ  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE 
COURT  IN  THE  CASE  OF  RICHARD  X.  JOHNSON  AGAINST  THE 
UNITED  STATES. 


Januaet  27,  1908.— Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  of  Claims, 
Washington,  January  21,  1908. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court  I  transmit  herewith  a  cer- 
tified copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War 
Claims,  House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883, 
known  as  the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  ver}'  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Rantx)lph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Caxxox. 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives, 


[In  the  Court  of  CLaims.    Congressional,  No.  121G9-W.    Ricfaard  M.  Johnson  v.  The  United  StAtet.] 

STATEMENT   OF   CASE. 

The  claim  in  the  alK»ve-('niitl<'cl  ca.>*''  was  transmitted  to  the  <y>iirt  l»y  the  Committee 
on  War  Claims  of  the  H<-uh'  ff  K^pn  «<  ntativ*-?  r»n  the  27th  day  of  March.  1906.  The 
case  was  brought  to  a  hf-arin^  on  its  mmty  «»n  the  20th  dav  of  *Januar>-.  1908. 

C.  D.  Pennebaker,  esq.,  app'.-ared  for  the  claimant,  anJ  the  Attorney -General,  by 
G.M.Anderson,  esq.. his  asei.^-tant.and  under  his  direction, appeared  for  the  defense 
and  the  protection  of  the  inter<'«t«  of  thf*  United  Stales. 

The  claimant  in  his  petition  makes  sul>Ftantiallv  the  fcJlowing  allegations: 

1.  That  he  is  a  citizf-n  of  the  Unite<i  State's  anrf  resident  in  the  county  of  De  Kalb, 
in  the  .State  of  Tennf-j^^e. 

2.  That  he,  beim:  th*-  sr-rgt-ant  of  Company  K.  Fifth  Regiment  Tennessee  Volunteer 
Cavalrv'.  was  duly  ai)i>oint«'<i  ''r  roninji'«*ionf-d  by  tli<'  gr>vf*nior  of  the  State  of  Tennessee 
as  first  lieutenant  th^n-of  on  May  2fi.  Wio:  and  that  from  and  aft<Tsaid  date  he  assumed 
and  performed  all  tin-  duti* .-  of  \\\*  .^ai.l  trrad*-  iinirl  August  22.  lNi5.  when  he  wa**  mus- 
tereaout  as  sergeant:  said  n-giiiK'Ut  was  rontiiiuou.sly  b»'low  the  minimum  number 
prescril>ed  by  law  and  p  inilati<^>n.  and  for  thi-  vdstfii.  and  no  f»ther.  h<^  was  refused 
muster  and  recognition  in  the  grade  of  iirbt  lieutenant  during  said  period. 


BroHARD  M.  jomraoiT. 


3.  That  dimng  said  period  he  wae  allowed  and  paid  only  the  pay  and  allowancei 
of  a  eeTgeant,  ulibougb  he  wa^  in  the  contitiuoua  performanee  oi  tne  duti«8  of  lireC 
lieutenant. 

Upon,  the  reports  fuTDished  by  the  War  and  Treasury  Departmejita  and  upon  other 
tYidence  and  upon  briefs  aod  arguments  of  counsel,  the  court  makes  the  folio  wing 


FIMDtNOS    OP    FACT. 

I,  Richard  H.  Johnson,  the  claimant  in  this  caae,  ia  a  citizen  of  the  Unit^  States 
and  redd^it  in  the  county  of  De  Kalb^  in  the  8tate  of  Tennesaee. 

II.  On  May  26^  1865^  the  said  Richard  M.  Johnaon  wa^  seiigeant  of  Conipuiy  K« 
Fifth  Regiment  Tennefisee  Volunteer  Cavalry.  On  that  date  and  until  he  was  jsna- 
tered  out  of  the  service— to  wit,  on  August  22,  18B5 — the  same  waa  and  oondntied  to 
be  below  the  minimum  number  pre&cribed  by  General  Orders,  No.  1S2^  oi  the  War 
Department,  of  June  20,  18611,  carrying  into  effect  section  20  of  the  act  of  Congties 
approved  Match  3, 1863  (12  Stat.  L.,  p.  734). 

The  first  lieutenant  of  said  Company  K,  Fifth  Regiment  Tenueiseee  Volunleesr  Cav- 
alry, being  tben  and  thereafter  out  of  service  in  said  grade,  the  duties  of  first  lieutenant 
devolved  upon  this  claimant,  who  then  and  theit^jifter  aagfumed  and  performe^l  a!t  tba 
duties  of  iirst  lieutenant  of  ^d  Company  K^  Fifth  B^ment  Tenneasee  Volunteer 
Cavalry. 

The  governor  of  the  State  of  Tennessee  also  issued  to  this  claimant  a  commisBiDii 
as  first  lieutenant,  Company  K,  Fiith  Regiment  Tenjiessee  Volunteer  Cavalry. 

HI.  On  the  said  May  26^  1865,  the  mustering  officer  then  and  thereafter  refu£^ 
to  muster  this  claimant  as  hrst  lieutenant  of  said  C-ompany  K,  Filth  Regimi^rit  Tenr 
neesee  Volunteer  Cavalry,  solely  because  his  command  waa  below  its  TTiinifn»m 
atiength;  as  aforesaid,  altnough  he  continued  to  perform  the  duties  of  first  lieutenant 
until  he  was  mustered  out  of  the  ser^dce  as  sereeantj  Aueust  22,  1865, 

IV,  If  the  said  Richard  M.  Johnson  ahonld  be  deemed  first  lieutenant  of  Company 
Kj  Fifth  Regiment  Tenneasee  yolnnteer  Cavalry,  and  entitled  to  the  pay  of  that 
grade,  the  difference  between  his  pay  and  allowance  as  a  sergeant,  i^bicn  be  baa 
received,  and  that  of  a  first  lieutenant,  without  ser\'aiit,  to  which  he  would  have  b^m 
entitled  bad  he  been  miiEtered  for  the  period  from  May  26,  1865,  to  Autgti^  22,  ISSfv 
would  amount  to  one  hundred  aod  eighty^ three  doUars  and  twenty-aix  eenta  ($183.28)^ 
as  reported  by  the  Auditor  for  the  war  Departmenti 

Bt  TBS  Coim. 

Filed  January  20,  1908. 

A  true  copy  of  the  findings  of  fact  as  filed  by  the  court. 
Te^  this  20th  day  of  January,  1908, 


* 


[beal.] 


John  Rai^oi^s, 
AtmUmi  QUrh  Comt  ^  Claims 


60th  Congress,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  (Document 
let  Session.      \  \  No.  574. 


OLE  JACOBSON. 


liETTEB  FROM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLERK  OF  THE  COURT  OF  CLAIMS^ 
TRANSMTTTING  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  COXTRT 
IN  THE  CASE  OF  OLE  JACOBSON  AGAINST  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


January  27,  1908.— Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

WasJiingtoUy  January  21, 1908. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court  I  transmit  herewith  a 
certified  copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War 
Claims,  House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883, 
known  as  the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 

[In  the  Court  of  Claims.    Congressional,  No.  12160-92.    Ole  Jacobson  v.  The  United  States.] 
STATEMENT   OF  CASE. 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the  Commit- 
tee on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the  27th  day  of  March,  1906. 
The  case  was  brought  to  a  hearing  on  its  merits  on  the  20th  day  of  January,  19K)8. 

C.  D.  Pennebaker,  esq.,  and  Jones  appeared  for  the  claimant,  and  the  Attomey- 
Oeneral,  by  G.  M.  Anderson,  esq.,  his  assistant  and  under  his  direction,  appeared  for 
the  defense  and  the  protection  of  the  interests  of  the  United  States. 

The  claimant  in  his  petition  makes  substantially  the  following  allegations: 

1.  That  he  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  and  resident  in  the  county  of  Wolworth, 
in  the  State  of  Wisconsin. 

2.  That  he,  being  the  first  sergeant  of  Company  H,  Thirteenth  Regiment  Wisconsin 
Volunteer  Infantry,  was  duly  appointed  or  commissioned  by  the  governor  of  the 
State  of  Wisconsin  as  second  lieutenant  thereof  on  August  31,  1865;  and  that  from 
and  after  said  date  he  assumed  and  performed  all  the  duties  of  his  said  ^de  until 
December  27,  1865,  when  he  was  mustered  out  as  first  sergeant;  said  regiment  was 
continuously  below  the  minimum  number  prescribed  by  law  and  regulation,  and  for 
thia  reason,  and  no  other,  he  was  refused  muster  and  recognition  in  the  grade  of  second 
lieutenant  during  said  period. 

3.  That  during"  said  period  he  was  allowed  and  paid  only  the  pay  and  allowances  of 
a  first  sergeant,  flthough  he  was  in  the  continuous  performance  of  the  duties  of  second 
lieutenant. 

Upon  the  reports  furnished  by  the  War  and  Treasury  Departments  and  upon  other 
evidence  and  upon  briefs  and  aiguments  of  counsel  the  court  makes  the  following 


OLE  JACOBiOlT, 


I 


FIK0tKGEt    QT   FACT* 

L  Ole  Jacofcson,  the*  elaimanl  in  tlii^  C3ML\  is  a  citizen  of  tbe  United  State*  fttid 
fesideat  in  the  county  of  Wolwitrth,  in  the  State  oi  Wis^'uiissii 

II,  On  August  31,  1865,  the  eaid  Ole  Jacobsou  was  first  sergeant  of  Compiyi^^  H, 
Thirteenth  EegrinieiU  Wisconsin  Volunteer  Infantry.  On  tlmt  date  and  imttl  bd 
waa  niuaier^d  out  of  the  service — to  wit,  on  December  27,  1565^.  the  same  wan  mad 
continued  to  be  below  the  minimum  number  prescribed  by  General  t)rdere.  Kg.  l^, 
of  the  War  Department  of  June  20,  1863,  carrying  ii*to  effect  eecti^jn  30  of  the  act  of 
CoJip-eaa  approved  March  3,  1S63.    (12  Stat  L    p.  7 34  J 

The  second  lieutenant  of  aatd  Company  JI.  Tnirteeuth  Regiment  Wisconsin  Voltii»- 
teer  Infantry,  beine  then  and  thejmfter  out  of  service  in  said  grarlej  the  duliiss  erf 
^qcond  lieutenant  devolved  npfm  thi<!i  claimaut,  who  Uieti  and  thereafter  anomed 
and  performed  ail  the  duties  of  second  lieutenant  of  aaid  Company  H^  Thifi^^ecitll 
Raiment  Wisconsiu  Vohmteer  Infantry. 

The  ffovemor  of  the  State  of  Wiif^'onKin  also  issuetl  to  this  claimant  a  eom^misE^iofi  iA 
iecond lieutenant.  Company  H.  Thirteeivth  Regiment  Wbi'om4tu  Valuuti*er  InJanifT* 

III.  On  the  said  August  31,  lSti5,  the  mm^tering  officer  then  and  thereafter  rr^fuiii^ 
to  DUister  thiB  clainiant  a?  eecond  lieutenant  of  ^^ihI  t.\impany  H.  Thirteenth  R«gij|iiQii 
Wisconsin  Volunteer  Infantry,  Vilely  bec^Uj^  luR  command  was  Itelow  its  minim tmi 
Btrenglh,  as  aforesaid,  althougli  he  continued  to  pi^rfonn  the  duti^  of  second  lieutf'ouit 
mntU  lie  was  mustered  <iut  of  the  sef%dce  a;?  tir^t  s^erceant  December  27,  1S65. 

rV.  If  the  said  Ole  Jacobson  should  be  deemed  second  lieutenant  of  i'ompAny  II. 
Thirteenth  Regiment  Wiaconsin  Volunteer  Infantry,  and  entttleil  U?  the  pay  ui  that 
grade,  the  diffeience  between  hia  pay  and  allowancei*  as  a  first  f<jT^ant  which  lie  ha^  re- 
ceived and  that  of  a  second  lieutenant  to  which  he  would  have  tieeu  enlilletl  hiwl  he 
been  mustered  for  the  jjenod  from  Auguft  31,  i^lJh,  to  Der^mbcr  27.  18tiS,  would 
amount  til  one  hundred  and  thirty-eij^ht  dollars  and  aevefity-eight  r^nt^  (inS.Td)^  m 
reptjrted  by  the  Auditor  for  I  he  War  Depart  men  t. 

By  tee  CfujitT- 

Filed  Januar>^  20,  1908. 

A  true  ctipy  of  the  tiudings  of  fact  as  filed  by  the  cxmxt. 
Test  this  20th  day  of  January,  1908, 

[sKXL.]  John  RANDotra, 

AMnatant  Ckrk  Coitri  qf 


I 


60th  Congress,  )   HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  I  Document 
Ist  Session.      )  (   No.  675. 


MARTIN  H.  MULLIN. 


LETTEB  FBOM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  COTJItT  OF  OLAUCS 
TBANSMITTINa  A  COPY  OFTHE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  COTJBT 
IN  THE  CASE  OF  MABTIN  H.  MULLIN  AGAINST  THE  UNITED 
STATES. 


January  27,  1908.— Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

Washington  J  January  21  y  1908. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  oriler  of  tlie  court  I  transmit  herewith  a  certi- 
fied copy  of  the  fmdings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War 
Claims,  House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883, 
known  as  the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Cleric  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


(In  the  Court  of  Claims.    Congressional,  No.  121G9-n2.    Murtin  H.  Mullln  v.  The  United  States.] 

STATEMENT   OP  CASE. 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the  Committee 
on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  tha  27th  day  of  March,  1906.  The 
case  was  brought  to  a  hearing  on  its  merits  on  the  20th  day  of  January,  1908. 

C.  D.  Penncbaker,  es(|..  appeared  for  the  claimant,  and  the  Attorney-General,  by 
G.  M.  Anderson,  esq.,  his  a.ssi.stant  and  under  his  direction,  appeared  for  the  defense 
and  the  protection  of  the  interests  of  the  United  States. 

The  claimant  in  his  petition  makes  substantially  the  following  allegations: 

1.  That  he  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  and  resident  in  the  county  of  Oneida, 
in  the  State  of  New  York. 

2.  That  he,  being  the  first  sergeant  of  Company  G,  Twenty-fourth  Regiment  New 
York  Volunteer  Cavalry,  was  duly  appointed  or  commissioned  by  the  governor  of  the 
State  of  New  York  as  first  lieutenant  thereof  on  February  6,  1865;  and  that  from  and 
after  said  date  he  assumed  and  periormed  all  the  duties  of  his  said  grade  until  May  5, 
1865,  when  he  was  mustered  in  as  such;  said  regiment  was  continuously  below  the 
minimimi  number  prescribed  by  law  and  regulation,  and  for  this  reason,  and  no  other, 
he  was  refused  muster  and  recogniti(m  in  the  grade  of  first  lieutenant  during  said  period. 

3.  That  during  said  period  he  was  allowed  and  paid  only  the  pay  and  allowances  of 
a  first  sergeant,  although  he  was  in  the  continuous  performance  of  the  duties  of  first 
lieutenant. 

Upon  the  reports  furnished  by  the  War  and  Treasury  Departments,  and  upon  other 
evioence  and  upon  briefs  and  arguments  of  counsel,  the  court  makes  the  following 


MAETOr  H*  MUXJitir, 


Tsn^iKGe  or  fact. 


I.  Martin  H.  Mullin,  the  elaimant  ui  this  case^  is  a  citken  of  the  TTmi^  St«te?  ind 
reside  at  in  the  comity  of  Oneida,  in  the  State  of  Nc^w  York. 

II,  On  February  6^  18B5^  the  aaid  MarLln  H,  Mullin  was  tiiBt  aetgigAiit  of  Company 
G,  Twenty *foujlb'R*!gimefnt  New  York  \'olunteer  Ca^'^aky.  On  that  d^to  sad  UJias 
he  waa  mu^ered  into  the  service — to  wit,  on  May  &,  115135 — ^the  fmue  WO0  and  cootiiiiMd 
to  be  below  the  mimmurn  number  pre^nbed  hy  Genei^  Ordeis^  ^^^  1^,  of  th^  War 
Dep&rmieDt,  af  June  20,  1S63,  eaimng  into  etfect  eectioii  20  of  the  act  of  Coagfiii 
approved  March  3,  1803.     (12  Stat,  L,  p.  734.) 

The  hrst  lieutenant  of  said  Company  G,  Twetity-fouith  Pt^^uneut  ^ew  Yotk  Vol- 
unteej  Cavalry,  being  then  and  thereafter  out  of  service  in  aaid  gnde,  the  dutlen  of 
^jewi  lieutenant  devolved  upon  thii*  claimant,  who  tbon  and  thtreafter  ftfiBumad  and 
peTfortned  all  the  duties  of  fim  lieu  tenant  of  aaid  Company  G,  Tweaty-foottb  Reg^D«oA 
New  York  Volunteer  Cavalry. 

The  j^vemor  of  the  State  of  New  York  &\sa  iseuod  to  thia  claimant  ft  com^miBiao 
sa  fiifit  lieutenant  Company  G»  Twenty-fourth  R^ment  New  York  Volunteef  Ctavmli|r. 

IIL  On  the  said  Fehni&ry  6,  1S65.  th#  mustering^  offK-er  then  and  thereafter  rafoied 
to  mumer  this  claimant  qb  fyrwt  lieutenant  of  said  Company  G.  Tweaity^fouitli  Ba^ 
ment  New  York  Voltmteer  Cavalry,  solely  becau^  his  command  was  oakiv  ita  miiii^ 
mum  stren^h.  aa  afore^id.  although  he  continued  to  perform  the  duties  of  fint  Bii^ 
tenant  iiniu  he  was  mustered  into  the  service  m  ^uch  May  5.  18&&. 

IV,  If  the  aaid  Martin  Jl.  Mullin  should  be  deemed  first  lieuteoa&t  of  Con:kp«ny  G. 
Twenty-fourth  Reigiment  New  York  Volunteer  Cavalry «  and  entitled  ta  ^e  ny  U 
that  grade,  the  difference  between  hie  pay  and  aUowancee  aa  a  ^ist  eeiseftiit.  which  he 
hjja  received,  ^id  tbat  of  a  hrst  lieulenant  without  servant,  to  which  he  would  bavi 
been  entitled  had  he  been  mufltere^l  for  the  period  from  Febniary  6,  lS6a^  to  iUy  *. 
1865,  would  amount  to  three  hundred  and  ^ity-one  doliai?  and  8ii:ty^ight  tenia 
(f351.6S)j  aa  reported  by  Auditor  (or  the  War  Department. 

Bt  TSM   CotTBT. 

Filed  January  20^  1908. 


A  true  copy  of  the  findings  of  fact  aft  filed  by  the  oourt. 

T©5t  thia  26th  day  of  January,  190$. 

[seal.]  John  IUkdoljb, 

*    Mautant  Cla-k  Court  qf  Ckim^ 


I 
I 


60th  Congress,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES,  j  Document 
let  Session.      J  |   No.  619. 


MARY  E.  HUMPHREYS,  EXECUTRIX. 


IJSTTEB  FBOM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  COXTBT  OF  CLAIMS 
TBAKSMITTINa  A  COPT  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BT  THE  COXTBT 
IN  THE  CASE  OF  MART  E.  HUMPHREYS,  INDEPENDENT  EXEC- 
TJTBIX  OF  ENOCH  HUMPHREYS,  DECEASED,  AGAINST  THE 
UNITED  STATES. 


FuBUABT  4,  1908.— Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

Washington^  Felyruary  3^  1908. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court  1  transmit  herewith  a  certi- 
fied copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referrea  to  this  court  bv  the  resolution  of  the  House 
of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1887,  known  as  the 
Tacker  Act 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  6.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Bepresentatives. 


fpoati  of  Clalnu.    Congrenlona],  No.  1220L    Mary  E.  HumphrevB.  Independent  execntrlz  of  eftatt 
of  Enoch  Humphieys,  deceased,  v.  The  United  States.] 

STATEMEirr  OF  CASB. 

By  reeolntion  of  the  House  of  Representatives  of  March  31,  1906,  House  bill  No. 
18461,  Fifty-ninth  Congress,  was  referred  to  this  court  for  findings  of  fact  under  the 
terms  of  the  act  approved  March  3,  1887.    Said  bill  reads  as  follows: 

**  A  BILL  For  the  relief  of  the  estate  of  Enoch  Homphreys,  deceased. 

**Be  U  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Bepresentatives  of  the  United  States  of  America 
in  Congress  assembled,  That  tne  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be,  and  he  is  hereby,  author- 
hx&di  and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States  not 
otherwiBe  appropriated,  to  the  estate  of  Enoch  Humphreys,  deceased,  late  of  Gordon 
County,  Georgia,  the  sum  of  five  hundred  and  twenty-nine  dollars,  in  full  compen- 
Httion  for  stores,  supplies,  and  property  taken  for  the  use  of  and  used  by  the  Federal 
foroee  during  the  late  civil  war. " 

The  case  was  brought  to  a  hearing  upon  loyalty  and  merits  on  the  7th  dny  of 
November,  1907. 

Moyers  &,  Consaul  appeared  for  claimant,  and  the  Attorney-General,  by  George  M. 
AndersoD,  esq.,  his  assistant  and  imder  his  direction,  appeared  for  the  defense  and 
pcolectkm  of  the  interests  of  the  United  States. 


M^EY    E.  HUMPHEEY3t  ISXEOUTHtZ. 


The  clmmnnt,  in  her  pf:*tition,  makes  th**  MlQwinjjs legation: 
That,  ^he  is  a  ettiicc^n  tA  the  rnit(?d  8tat**tt  ah*l  a  rt-aitli'iit  of  the  county  of  Tarrftiit, 
StAtc  of  Texiid;  that  she  h  the  duly  app^stnkHl»  tiualttitHl,  and  actiog  iudependi^iit 
ex«HMttns  of  the  estate  of  her  dao^ied  husband,  Enoch  Humphrey  a,  decseflaed,  tale 
pf  g^id  nounty  and  Htate^ 

That  during  the  late  ctviJ  war  said  Enoch  Humphreys  was  a  eitifjen  of  the  UDitetl 
BtAte^i,  rei^idin^  in  tht  eounty  of  Gordon,  ^tate  of  Get^rgia,  where  there  were  taken 
fruin  him  hy  the  Utiitwi  States?!  niihtary  forcfSp  under  proper  authority,  for  um  of  the 
Anijy,  quariernnister  atores  and  lommiwsary  euppliee  of  the  kinds  and  values  below     , 
Tntintionedf  to  wit: 

2  mule^  atllNleaeh „ —  |90aO0 

40  buwli*dB  of  wheat,  st  |1  .m  per  bu?*hel , . .  -  -  ^ ..-,,,„  fia  tiO 

iO  hui^ht'ls  of  rtirn,  at  $  1  pi.^r  hn^ bt4 .*.,*,,,,.. _ * 10. <W 

3o  buj'hfls  of  * n\\»,  at  ^ L^^^1  fn^r  buislit'l __. -_*-.,**•,,,,,-,,,,•»,,-  SSL 50 

BOO  iiound«  of  bav,  at  J  cent  |>i*r  ^Mjiind *,. , 8.(0 

40aht^ep,  at  $2  tich .,..„. SaOO 

2  ftatboats,  at  l^eae^. ., ,.,.,- .„,  lOaOQ 

Total _.--- miXm 

The  potirt,  upon  the  evidciH*e  atxd  after  considering  the  briefs  and  ai^tueiita  id 
c^otUl^1  upon  oi»th  ddcflt  uiakbfi  the  following 

wi^umoa  OF  factt. 

1.  It  uppeara  from  i\u*  evidi'^nt^  that  Enoi:h  IfumphreyS}  deeeaseil,  waa  iofwX  i» 
the  < iov».^rnoif  nt  of  thr  Tnited  Sute^  throughout  the  late  civil  war. 

iL  Uurinj,'  waid  (leniwl  ttjti  uolitary  forcee  of  the  United  States,  In^  proper  aaihoritf, 
for  the  urn  of  the  Army,  t^x^k  from  the  daiuiatifH  detX'deot  in  HortHjfi  County, 
8t^te  of  G*^rgia,  prop^^rtV  of  the  kind  and  eharacter  dewrilied  in  the  |>etJt»oii,  whieli 
at  the  time  aud  plaro  ot  taking  w^i^  reasonably  worth  the  sum  of  thrc^e  hutidtv^]  ukI 
H*vt'nty  dollaiB  ($^iTO)»  no  part  of  whii:li  apiJfirn  tg  have  heim  paid* 

lib  The  f'lahu  ht*riiijj  wa.^  ni*ver  pret«entetl  to  any  ik-partment  of  the  Gov«fiiinMl 
prior  ki  it«  iin'j^fittHtiim  to  Con^^resis^  and  it*ferep'e  to  this  court  by  ri^dutMin  of  tlia 
Houmtof  Ht^prettentatives  B»  hert^nliefortj  mentioned,  and  noreaaon  h  si^i^  why  llw 
bar  of  any  f^mtnte  of  limitation  i^hould  t)e  reinove<l  aod  which  sh&ll  oe  clajQi«?d  to     . 
excii*«  the  claimant  for  not  having  resorted  to  any  eetabUshetl  legal  nsnnwly,  ' 

Bv  TiiK  CfiiTKr. 
Filed  November  11,  1907.  ij 

A  true  i^>py*  ^^| 

Tent  thia  Ikl  da^  of  Fthroar;,  190&  ^H 

Asm^d  Ckrk  Q/urt  qf  Claim** 

o 
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ALFRED  C.  PARHAM. 


liETTEB  FBOM  THE  ASSISTANT  CliEBK  OF  THE  COUBT  OF  CLAIMS, 
TRANSMITTINa  A  COPT  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FIIiED  BT  THE  COUBT 
IK  THE  CASE  OF  AliFBED  C.  PABHAM,  AS  ADMINISTBATOB,  AND 
IN  HIS  OWN  BIGHT,  AGAINST  THE  X7NITED  STATES. 


February  7,  1908. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

Was/unr/foN,  Fi^mutni  7,  190S, 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court  I  tninsniit  herewith  a  certi- 
fied copy  of  the  findings  liled  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause,  which 
case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War  Chiims  of 
the  House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  18H8,  known 
as  the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Aiisistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims, 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Rejyresentatlves, 


[Court  of  Claims.    Congressional,  No.  12671.    Heirs  of  Harvey  N.  Parham,  deceased,  v.  The  United 

States.] 

This  case,  beinj?  a  claim  for  supplies  or  stores  alleged  to  have  been  taken  by  or 
furnished  to  the  military  forces  of  the  l-nited  States  for  their  use  during  the  late 
war  for  the  suppre^^sion  of  the  rebellion,  tlie  court,  on  a  preliminary  inquiry,  finds 
that  Harvey  N.  Parham,  deceased,  Euphrasie  Parham,  Amelia  Parham,  Alfred  C. 
Farharn,  and  Corinne  B.  Parham,  the  inrsons  alleged  to  have  furnished  such  supplies 
or  stores,  or  from  whom  the  same  are  alleged  to  liave  been  taken,  were  loyal  to  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  throughout  said  war. 

By  the  Court. 

Filed  November  4,  1907. 


[Court  of  Claims,  Congressional  ca«e  No.  12671.  Alfred  C.  Parham,  administrator  of  the  estates  of 
Harvey  N.  Parhsm.  deceased:  Mrs.  Kuphrasie  Parham.  deceased,  and  Mrs.  Amelia  E.  Smith. 
deceased;  and  Alfred  C.  Parham  in  his  own  right,  and  Corinne  B.  McRight  in  her  own  right, r.  The 
United  States.] 

STATEMENT   OP   CASE. 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  ease  for  supplies  or  stores  alleged  to  have  been 
taken  by  or  furnished  t^  the  militarv  forces  of  the  United  States,  for  their  use  during 
the  late  war  for  the  suppression  of  tbe  rebellion,  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the 
Committee  on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the  10th  day  of 
January,  1907. 


ALFKED    0.    PABHAM. 

On  a  preliminary  inquiry  the  court,  on  tiie  4tli  cJay  of  November,  1907t  fouad  ' 
the  pere<j:i  alleged  to  have  furnished  the  supplies  or  stores,  or  from  whom  they  wet^ 
alleged  to  have  been  taken,  was  loyal  to  the  Government  of  the  United  Stati^i 
tbroujjhoutMid  war. 
The  case  was  bronght  to  a  hearing  on  ita  merite  on  the  20th  day  of  January,  1901 
FranciB  L.  Neuheck,  ee(j.,  ap^ared  for  claimant,  and  the  Attorney-Geneml,  fajf 
Clark  McKeJicber,  esq.,  his  aeaistant,  and  under  hia  direction,  appeared  for  latt 
defenae  and  protection  of  the  interusfte  of  the  United  Statee.  ^H 

The  claimante  in  their  petition  make  the  f oil  owing  al  lections  r  ^H 

That  they  are  citizens  of  the  United  Stat^,  residing  in  the  pariuh  of  Rapides,  SUa^^ 
of  Louisiaj^a;  that  they  are  helm  and  reprL^ii^entBtiv^  of  Harvey  N.  Parliaa)  and  ol 
Mrs.  Euphraaie  Parbam,  both  dece^s^ed. 

That  during  the  late  eivil  war  and  until  his  death,  August  2,  18^3,  said  Harvie-?  S. 
Parham  was  a  eiti$;en  of  the  United  8ta.tee  and  a  resident  of  said  ^rish  of  Eapido^ 
Btate  of  Louisiana;  that  during  ^aid  war  the  United  States  rnilttary  forL<eet  under 
proper  authority,  took  from  said  Harvey  N,  Parhanii  for  the  nm  of  the  Army* 
quartermaster  etoree  of  the  kind  and  vafnefl  below  stated,  for  which  no  payment 
nas  been  made,  to  wit : 

Taken  from  premises  of  decedent,  Harvey  N.  Parham,  near  Alexandria,  Lji.^  in  tti« 
spring  of  1863,  hy  troops  under  command  of  General  Gruver-^ 

Sfaorsee,  atflOOeatih ,. $930 

That  during  said  war,  after  the  death  of  Harvey  N.  Parham ^  the  United  Siat«t 
military  forces,  under  proper  at:tthonty»  took  from  the  widow  and  ehildmi  d  mM 
Harvey  N,  Parham,  deci^aeed,  for  nee  of  the  Army,  quartermaster  elDftee  aakI 
commisHary  supplies  of  the  kinds  and  valuer  below  stated,  for  which  no  paytncflt 
hui  been  made,  to  wit; 

Tiken  by  army  of  Gen.  N^  P,  Banks,  from  Parham  plantation,  near  Alexandria,  Im.^     j 
in  the  spring  of  1S64 —  ^ 

4,000  jiounds  of  bacon,  at  20  cents  per  pound .-......,....*,_, |800 

2,000  pounds  of  sagar^  at  10  centa  per  ponnd _ , SOO 

1,000  buehelfl  of  corn,  at  fl  per  buuhel .,,-,-,, 1^000 

4  mules,  at  $100  each .__ .-. .-.. ,.,.      Mk     , 

20  beef  catUe,  at  |16  each , ...._. _      300     ^ 


Total , 2,700 

That  at  the  time  of  the  taking  of  said  laatrnientioned  property  one-half  mtcrvvt  in 
the  estate  left  by  aaid  Harvey  N.  Parham  w^as  vested  in  hie  said  widow,  Mra,  EuptiTuie 
Parham;  that  the  other  one^bulf  interest  in  said  estate  was  vested  at  thai  utne  in 
said  decedent* 8  four  children,  a^  foUowB; 

{1 )  William  H.  Parham;  (2)  Amelia  Parham  (later  Smith) ;  (3)  Alfred  a  Pferhaa; 
and  (4)  Corinne  B*  Parham  {luter  McRight), 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  considering  the  briefs  and  aiigumenl  of 
counsel  on  both  sides,  makes  the  following 

FINDINGS  OF  FACT. 

I.  During  the  late  civil  war  the  military  forces  of  the  United  States,  by  proper 
authority,  for  the  use  of  the  Army,  took  from  Harvey  N.  Parham,  prior  to  m^ 
death,  in  August,  1863,  in  the  parish  of  Rapides,  State  of  Louisiana,  property  of  the 
kind  and  character  de8cril)ed  in  the  petition,  which  at  the  time  and  place  of  taking 
was  reasonably  worth  the  sum  of  three  hundred  dollars  ($300) ,  no  part  of  which 
appears  to  have  been  paid. 

Alfred  C.  Parham  is  the  duly  appointed  administrator  of  the  estate  of  Harvey  N. 
Parham,  deceased. 

II.  During  said  war,  and  subsequent  to  the  death  of  said  Harvey  N.  Parham,  the 
military  forces  of  the  United  States,  by  proper  authority,  for  the  use  of  the  Army, 
took  from  his  widow  and  other  heirs,  in  the  parish  of  Kapides,  State  of  Louisiana, 
property  of  the  kind  and  character  described  in  the  petition,  the  shares  of  <aid 
widow  and  other  loyal  heirs  therein  being  reasonably  worth  at  the  time  and  place  of 
taking  the  sum  of  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  twenty  dollars  ($1,820) ,  no  part 
of  which  appears  to  have  been  paid. 

III.  The  respective  interests  of  the  claimants,  being  their  respective  shares  of  the 
property  hereinbefore  mentioned,  are  as  follows:  Alfred  C.  Parham,  administrator 
of  the  estate  of  Harvey  N.  Parham,  deceased,  three  hundred  dollarB  ($300);  Alfred  C 
Parham,  administrator  of  the  estate  of  Euphrasie  Parhami  deceased,  one  thooMod 
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and  forty  dollaTS  ($1,040) ;  Alfred  C.  Parhaxn.  administrator  of  the  estate  of  Amelia  R 
Smith,  deceased,  two  hundred  and  sixty  dollars  ($260) ;  Alfred  C.  Parham,  in  his 
own  right,  two  nondred  and  sixty  dollars  ($260);  and  Corinne  B.  McRight,  in  her 
own  riffht,  two  hundred  and  sixtv  dollars  ($260). 

No  allowance  is  made  for  the  share  in  said  property  of  WiUiam  H.  Parham,  heir 
of  Harvey  N.  Parham,  deceased,  for  the  reason  that  on  November  4,  1907,  the  coart 
found  him  not  to  have  been  loyal  to  the  Government  of  the  United  States  throughout 
said  war^  and  bein^  a  claim  referred  under  the  Bowman  Act  the  court  was  without 
jarisdiction  as  to  his  claim. 

By  thb  Coubt. 

Filed  February  3,  1908. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  6th  day  of  February,  1908. 

[seal.]  John  Randolph, 

AssittarU  Clerk  Court  of  CKotmf. 
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HENRY  L.  BIDDLE. 


LETTER  FROM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLERK  OF  THE  COURT  OF  CLAIMS 
TRANSMITTING  A  COPT  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BT  THE  COURT 
IN  THE  CASE  OF  HENRT  L.  BIDDLE  AGAINST  THE  UNITED 
STATES. 


FcBBUABT  7,  1908. — Bef erred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

Washingto?)^  Fehruary  6',  1908. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court,  I  transmit  herewith  a  certi- 
fied copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause,  which 
case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  of 
the  House  of  Representatives  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883,  known 
as  the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clei'k  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  Ilouse  of  Representatives, 


[Court  of  Claims.    Congressional.  No.  12169-7.    Henry  L.  Biddle  v.  The  United  States.] 
STATEMENT  OF  CASE. 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  ca^e  was  traiiPinitted  to  the  court  by  the  Committee 
on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the  27th  day  of  March,  1906.  The 
case  was  brought  to  a  hearing  on  its  merits  on  the  3d  day  of  February,  liK)8. 

C.  D.  Pennebaker,  esq.,  appeared  for  the  claimant,  and  the  Attorney-General,  by 
G.  M.  Anderson,  esq.,  his  assistant,  and  under  his  direction,  appeared  for  the  defense 
and  the  protection  of  the  interests  of  the  United  States. 

The  claimant  in  his  petition  makes  subntantially  the  following  allegations: 

1.  That  he  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  and  resident  in  the  county  of  Mont- 
gomery, in  the  State  of  Ohio. 

2.  lliat  he,  being  the  first  sergeant  of  Company  H,  One  hundred  and  tenth  Regi- 
ment of  Ohio  Infantry  Volunteers,  was  duly  appointed  or  commissioned  by  the  gov- 
ernor of  the  State  of  Ohio  as  second  lieutenant  thereof  on  Decern l)or  24,  1864;  and 
that  from  and  after  said  date  he  assumed  and  performed  all  the  duties  of  his  said 
gprade  until  June  30,  1865,  when  he  was  musterea  out  as  first  sergeant;  said  regiment 
was  continuously  below  the  minimum  prescribed  bylaw  and  regulation,  and  for  this 
reason,  and  no  other,  he  was  refused  muster  and  recognition  in  the  grade  of  second 
lieatenant  during  said  period. 

3.  That  during  said  period  he  was  allowed  and  paid  only  the  pay  and  allowances 
of  a  first  seiigeant,  although  he  was  in  the  continuous  performance  of  the  duties  of 
■eoond  lientenant. 


Upon  the  reporti  famished  by  the  War  and  Treasury  Departments  and  tipou  prH^r 
eyidence  &nd  upoa  briefs  and  arguments  of  counBeL,  th^  court  makaa  the  folio  wing 


FmDtNGB  01  FACT.  H 

1.  Henry  L.  Bid  die,  the  claimant  in  this  case,  is  a  dtlsen  of  the  United  Statee  and 
resident  in  the  county  of  Montgomery,  in  the  Stata  of  Ohio, 

2.  On  December  24,  1864^  the  said  claimant  wa^  firBt  ierg^ant  of  Company  H,  One 
hundred  and  tenth  Regiment  Otio  Volunteer  Infantry.  On  that  date  and  until  be 
waa  mustered  out  of  the  eervice,  to  wit,  on  June  30, 1865,  the  same  was  and  continued 
to  be  below  the  minimum  number  preecribed  bv  General  Order,  No,  182,  of  the  Waf 
Department,  of  June  20,  lSll%  carry iu|i;  into  effect  section  20  of  the  act  of  Coogrev 
approved  Maroh  3,  1S6S  (12  Stat,  L.,  7^), 

The  second  lieutjenant  of  said  Comi}aTiy  H,  On*:^  hutidred  and  tenth  Re^tnentOfalo 
Volunteer  Infantry,  t>einj*  then  and  thereafter  out  of  service  in  said  grade,  thedtitiop 
of  second  lieutenant  devolved  upon  thia  claimant,  who  then  and  thereafter  aseum^d 
and  performed  all  the  duties  of  second  lieuteoant  of  said  Company  H,  One  hamirvd 
and  tenth  Regiment  Ohio  Volunteer  Infantry,  nntil  mustered  out  June  30,  1865. 

The  governor  of  the  State  of  Ohio  aliso  iu^ued  to  this  claimant  a  commiapion  te 
second  lieutenant  of  Company  H,  One  hundred  and  tenth  Regiment  Ohio  Volunteer 
Infantry, 

3.  On  the  ,iaid  December  24,  lS64j  the  mustering  officer  then  and  thereafter  refused 
to  muater  Ihb  claimant  as  second  lieutenant  of  said  Company  H,  One  hundred  and 
tenth  Reginient  Ohio  Volunteer  Infantry,  solely  because  his  command  was  below  it« 
minimum  strength,  as  aioresaid,  although  he  continued  to  perform  the  dutiet  ot 
eecond  lieutenant  until  be  was  mustered  out  of  the  service  as  first  aenzeanL  June 
30,  1S65. 

4.  During  the  period  aforeaaid,  to  wit,  from  D&.^naber  24, 1864^  to  June  30,  1S6&, 
this  claimant  employed  no  servant  not  enlisted* 

5.  During  §ald  period  this  claimant  did  draw  rations  from  the  GovemroenL 

6.  If  the  said  Henry  L.  Biddle  sdiould  be  deemed  second  lieutenan  I  of  Company 
H,  One  hundred  and  ti^nth  HegimenI  Ohio  Vokmteer  Infantry,  and  entitlal  to  tb4 

.  pay  of  that  grade^  the  difference  between  hie  pay  and  allowftnces  as  a  firgit  laenevant, 
which  he  has  received,  and  that  of  a  second  lieutemmt,  to  which  he  would  bavi?  hv^m 
entitleti  had  he  been  mustered  for  the  peri ch3  from  December  24,  1864,  tu  June  30^ 
1855,  would  amount  to  three  hvindr&d  and  sixty-lwo  dollars  and  forty-four  oeiiti 
($302.44),  afi  reported  by  the  Auditor  for  the  War  DepartmenL 

B¥  THX  Coi7.i7> 
Filed  February  3,  1908. 
A  true  copy. 
Teet  this  5&L  day  of  February,  1908. 

[&EAL.]  JoBi?  RAKDOLFS, 

AomsistfU  Ckrk  Gomi  of  €Utm^ 
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WILLIAM  C.  BRUMMETT. 


ZiBTTEB  FROM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEBX  OF  THE  00T7BT  OF  CLAIMS 
TRANSMITTING  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  C0T7BT 
IN  THE  CASE  OF  WILLIAM  C.  BBX7MMETT  AGAINST  THE  UNITED 
STATES. 


Febbuabt  7,  lOOS.—Beferred  to  the  Ck)mmittee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


CouKT  OP  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

Washrngtorij  Februa/ry  tf,  1908. 
Sib:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court,  I  transmit  herewith  a  cer- 
tified cop^  of  the  findings  of  fact  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid 
cause,  which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  bv  the  Committee  on  War 
Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  unaer  the  act  of  March  3, 
1883,  known  as  the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectf uUy,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims, 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatvves. 


[Court  of  ClAimi.    Congrenioiial,  No.  12640-18.    WiUlAzn  C.  Brominett  v.  The  United  States.  ] 
8TATEMXMT  OF  CASS. 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the  Commit- 
tee on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the  16th  day  of  June,  1906. 
The  case  was  brought  to  a  hearing:  on  its  merits  on  the  Sd  day  of  February,  1908. 

Lyon  &  Lyon  and  C.  D.  Pennebaker,  esq.,  appeared  for  the  claimant,  and  the 
Attorney-General,  by  George  M.  Anderson,  esq.,  his  assistant,  and  under  his  direction, 
appeared  for  the  defense  and  the  protection  of  the  interests  of  the  United  States. 

The  claimant  in  his  petition  makes  substantially  the  following  allegations: 

1.  That  he  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  ana  resident  in  the  county  of  Cass,  in 
the  State  of  Missouri. 

2.  That  he,  being  the  first  sergeant  of  Company  C,  Fourth  Regiment  of  Tennessee 
Volunteer  Cavalry,  was  duly  appointed  or  commissioned  by  the  governor  of  the 
State  of  Tennessee  as  second  lieutenant  thereof  on  August  19,  1863,  and  that  from 
and  after  said  date  he  assumed  and  performed  all  the  duties  of  his  said  grade  until 
Febroary  24,  1864,  when  he  was  mustered  in  as  such.  Said  regiment  was  continu- 
oosly  below  the  minimum  number  prescribed  by  law  and  regulation,  and  for  this 
xeaaon,  and  no  other,  he  was  refused  muster  and  recognition  in  the  grade  of  second 
lieatenant  during  said  period. 
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S.  That  during  said  period  be  was  allowed  and  paid  onl^  the  par  and  att^iwtfieeicl 
a  first  serffeaatT  although  he  was  in  the  contimious  performance  ol  the  duties  of  aeo 
otid  iieuteoatit. 

Upon  the  reports  furnished  by  the  WaraJid  Treftsury  Departmeuts  and  npon  other 
evidJence  and  upon  briefs  and  arguments  of  counsel  the  court  mak€6  the  following 

IINDINOS  OF  FACT, 

William  C.  Bmmmettf  the  claimant  in  this  esse,  is  a  citiEan  of  the  United  Statci 
and  resident  in  the  tounty  of  CasH,  in  the  State  oi  Jtli^Kijuri. 

On  August  \9f  1863,  the  aaid  William  C-  Brummett  was  first  sergeant  of  Compttii^ 
Of  Fourth  Begiment  Tennessee  Volunteer  Cavalry >  On  that  date  and  nnti)  he  was 
mustered  into  the  service^  on  February  24,  1864,  the  same  wajs  and  con  tinned  to  be 
below  the  minimum  number prescnbeff  by  Genera!  Order  No.  182  of  the  War  Departr 
ment.  of  June  20,  1863,  carry mg  into  effect  section  30  of  the  act  of  Congreao  appro^^ed 
Mareh  3,  1863  { 12  Stat.  L.,  734). 

I  The  second  lieutenant  of  eaid  Company  C,  Fourth  Regiment  Tennessee  Volonteer 
Ob^ai^,  being  then  and  thereafter  out  of  service  in  said  ^rsde,  the  duties  ol  seocuid 
heutenant  devolved  upon  tln^  claimant,  who  then  and  thereafter  asaumed  and  pcer^ 
formed  all  the  duties  of  second  lieutenant  of  said  Company  C,  Fourth  Regiment 
Tennessee  Volunteer  Cavalry. 

The  gov^nor  of  the  State  of  Tennessee  aleo  issued  to  this  claimant  a  commianon 
as  second  lieutenant  Company  C^  Fourtli  Regiment  Tenoesiee  Volimteer  Cavalry- 

On  the  said  Auguet  19,  1863,  the  mustering  officer  then  and  thereafter  refused  to 
mneter  this  claimant  as  second  lieutemuit  of  said  Company  C^  Fourth  Regirnent 
Tenneesee  Volunteer  Cavalry,  solely  bet^uae  his  command  was  below  its  minimum 
strength,  as  aforesaid,  although  he  continued  to  perfonn  tbe  duties  of  second  Im- 
tenant  until  he  was  mustered  into  the  service  as  such,  February  24,  1864. 

If  the  said  William  C.  Brummett  should  be  deemed  second  lieutenant  of  C<imp«ny 
Vf  Fourth  Regiment  Tennessee  Volnnt^eer  Cavalry,  and  entitled  to  pay  of  tiiat  grades 
the  difference  between  his  tya^  and  allowances  as  a  first  sergeant,  which  he  hie 
received,  and  that  of  a  second  lieutenant,  to  which  he  would  have  been  entitled  bad 
he  been  mustered  for  the  period  from  August  19,  1863,  to  February  23,  1864,  woold 
amount  to  three  hundred  and  ninety  dollars  and  ninety-three  cent«  ( $390.93) » aa 
reported  by  the  Auditor  for  the  War  Department^  inclading  short  pavment*  of 
$37.66, 

By  Tict  CoiiaXp 

A  true  copy. 

Filed  February  3^  1908, 

A  true  copy  of  the  findings  of  fact  as  filed  by  the  courts 

Test  this  5ih  day  of  February,  1908* 


[seal.] 


JowN  Rasojouk, 
Asi^istunt  Qert  Qmri  of  O^^imL 


^ 


60thC!okgsb88,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENT ATIVES.  JDooument 
Ist  Session,      f  (    No.  629. 


JOHN  D.  LONGFELLOW. 


XiETTEB  FROM  THE  ASSISTANT  OLEBK  OF  THE  C0T7BT  OF  CLAIMS 
TRANSKITTINa  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BT  THE  COURT 
IN  THE  CASE  OF  JOHN  D.  LONGFELLOW  AGAINST  THE  XTNTTED 
STATES. 


FiBBDABT  7,  1908.— Referred  to  the  Ck)mmittee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


CJouRT  or  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

Washington^  February  tf,  1908. 
Sib:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court,  I  transmit  herewith  a  cer- 
tified copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War  Claims 
of  the  House  of  Representatives  under  the  act  of  March  8, 1883,  known 
as  the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Court  of  ClaimB.    Congressional,  No.  121(Km06.    John  D.  Longfellow  v.  The  United  States.] 
6TATEMKNT  OF  CASE. 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the  Committee 
on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the  27th  day  of  March,  1906.  The 
case  was  brought  to  a  hearing;  on  its  merits  on  the  3d  day  of  February,  1906. 

C.  D.  Pennebaker,  esq.,  appeared  for  the  claimant  and  the  Attorney-General,  by 
GeoTge  M.  Anderson,  e»q.,  nis  sssistant  and  under  his  direction,  appeared  for  the 
defense  and  the  protection  of  the  interests  of  the  United  States. 

The  claimant  in  his  petition  makes  substantially  the  following  allegations: 

1.  That  he  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  and  resident  in  the  county  of  Grant, 
in  the  State  of  Indiana. 

2.  That  he,  being  the  first  sergeant  of  Company  K,  Seventh  Regiment  of  Indiana 
Volunteer  Cavalry,  was  duly  appointed  or  commissioned  by  the  governor  of  the  State 
of  Indiana  as  second  lieutenant  thereof  on  April  12,  I860,  and  that  from  and  after 
said  date  he  assumed  and  performed  all  the  duties  of  his  said  grade  until  May  11, 
1865,  when  he  was  mustered  in  as  such;  said  regiment  was  continuously  below  the 
minimum  number  prescribed  by  law  and  regulation,  and  for  this  reason,  and  no 
other,  he  was  refuaea  muster  and  recognition  in  the  grade  of  second  lientenant  dorixm^ 
■dd  period. 

8.  That  during  said  period  he  was  allowed  and  pidd  oiA^  ^•b  v^^}  «xA«)\Q»m^^^^ 
%  fint  seigeani;  B^thongh  he  was  in  contdnnona  perioTmuiOb  ol  m<^  d^>i^9a  cJL  ikkksoo. 


JOHK   D.   LOKGFELL0W, 


Upon  the  reports  furniahefl  by  the  War  and  Treasury  Departmeuta  and  tipon  other 
evidence  and  upon  briefs  acid  ar^nmente  of  coarusel  the  court  miikee  the  folio  wing 

riKBINQi  OF  FACT. 

John  D.  Longfellow,  Hie  di^bmant  in  this  case,  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  Statue  and 
reeident  in  the  county  of  GrwitT  In  the  Stute  of  Indiana. 

On  April  12,  1865/ the  iaid  John  D.  I^nj^fellow  wa@  first  set^geant  of  Company  K, 
Seventh  Begiment  Indiana  Vol iin tear  Cavalry.  On  that  date  and  until  he  was  mim- 
tered  into  the  Fervi^e^  to  wit,  on  Ma^  11^  1S65^  the  same  waa  and  continued  lobe 
below  the  mint  mum  number  prescnbed  by  General  OrdeTs,  No.  182>  of  the  War 
department  J  of  June  20,  IMS,  carry!  Uj^  into  effect  section  20  of  the  act  of  Coogrc^ 
approved  March  3,  imi.     0*2  Stat.  U,  734). 

The  second  lieutenant  of  said  Company  K»  Seventh  Regiment  Indiana  Voliantet'r 
Cavalry,  being  then  and  thereaft*>r  out  of  pervice  in  eiaid  ^rade,  the  duties  of  sieoond 
lieutenant  devolved  upon  this  claimant,  who  then  and  thereafter  ajii;(nn)t*d  and  per- 
foniied  atl  the  dtitii:^  of  second  lientenant  of  said  Company  K,  Seventh  Re^imeiil 
Indiana  Vohmteer  Cavalry. 

,     The  governor  of  the  State  of  Indiana  a)jio  ij^^ued  to  this  clairnant  a  eommifimon  m 
I  (ieoond  lieutenant,  C^^mpany  K,  Seventh  Kegiment  Indiana  Volunteer  Cavalry. 

On  the  ^id  April  12,  iSt^,  the  mnsterini^  ol^cer  then  and  thereafter  refunded  to 
muster  thia  claimant  aa  second  lieutenant  of  said  Company  K,  Seventh  E^iciinent 
Indiana  Volunteer  Cavalry,  solely  because  hxa  comnmnd  Was  below  its  minimum 
atren^,  a^?  aforesaid ,  although  he  continued  to  perform  the  duties  of  second  lienteiuml 
nntil  he  was  mustered  into  the  service  as  such  May  lU  1865. 

During  iaid  period  this  claimant  did  not  draw  rationa  from  the  Government 

If  the  said  John  D.  Lon^ellow  ehould  he  deemed  sei^ond  lieutenant  of  C^om^iany 
K,  Seventh  Regiment  Indiana  Volunteer  Cavalry,  and  entitled  to  the  pay  of  tbxi 
erade,  the  difference  between  his  pay  and  allowances  as  a  first  sergeant  which  be 
haa  received,  and  that  of  a  second  lieutenant  tf>  which  be  would  have  been  end  tied 
had  he  been  mustered  for  the  period  from  April  12,  1865,  to  May  K\  1855,  would 
amount  to  ninetv*eight  dollars  and  fifty-ime  cents  ($98.51)  as  reported  by  the 
Auditor  for  the  War  Department,  including  |25  tx>uuty  erroneouflly  deduci*^. ' 

JJY  TItE  CoVWIt* 

A  true  copy. 

Fil^  Fehmarv  3,  li>08. 

A  tnie  copy  of  the  findingi  of  fac!t  as  filed  by  the  courL 

Test  this  5th  day  of  February,  11K>S. 

[as^Lj  JoFfi?  RjiNDfitra,, 


60th  Conobess, 
l8^  Session, 


HOUSE  OF  REPEESENTATITES. 


J  DOOUMKKT 

1   No.  630. 


HAMILTON  L.  KARR. 


LETTBB  mOM  THE  ASSISTANT  CI*EItK  OF  THl  COmBtT  OF 
CLAIMS,  TBANSMITTIWO  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY 
TMH  COXiHT  IN  THE  CASE  OF  HAMILTON  L.  £ABK  A0AINBT 
THE  XmiTBD  STATES. 


FeBRUAEY  7,  1908,— Referred  to  tfae  Committee  on  War  OBitoB  and  ordered  to  be 

printed* 


CoDHT  OF  Claims,  Ulehk^b  Office, 

Wmhington^  February  €^  1908, 
Sib;  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court  X  transmit  herewith  a  certi- 
fied copj  of  the  findiDgs  filed  bj  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause,  which 
case  wa.^  referred  to  thitj  court  bj  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  of  the 
Hoose  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  B,  1883,  known  as 
the  Bowman  Act* 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
AssiMani  Clerk  Court  of  ClaimSm 
Hon.  Jo^^pH  G.  Cannon, 

Spmker  of  the  House  of  R^^resentatmes^ 


t  o!  Cl«iiD&,    Gonffre«ioD«i,  No.  12109^iH^,    Hiuullton  L.  K&rr  f «  The  Untied  St&tea| 
BTATEHINT  OF  CASS. 

The  claim  in  theabove-entitlet;!  case  was  transmitted  to  the  conrt  by  the  Committee 
on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Eepresentativefl  on  the  27th  day  of  March,  1900.  The 
c^Be  was  brouf^ht  to  a  hearing  on  its  merits  on  the  3d  day  of  February,  1908. 

C.  D-  Pennebaker,  esq.,  appe-ared  for  the  claimant  and  the  Attorney-Genemt^  by 
G.  M.  Anderson t  esq.,  his  aA«?i??tant  and  under  his  diret^tioUj  appeared  for  the  defense 
and  the*  protection  of  the  intt're&(ts  of  the  United  States. 

The  claimant  in  his  petition  makes  suljetantially  the  following  aUe^tions: 

1.  That  he  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  and  reaident  in  the  county  of  Clark^  in 
the  State  of  lowa^ 

2.  That  he^  being  the  captain  of  Company  G^  One  hundred  and  sixteenth  Eegi^ 
mentof  Ohio  Volunteer  Infantry,  waa  dulyayipointed  or  ctim missioned  by  the  gov- 
ernor of  the  State  of  Ohio  as  major  thereof  on  ilarcJU  29,  1865;  and  that  from  and  after 
said  date  he  aaiumed  and  performed  all  the  duties  of  his  said  grade  until  June  23» 
1S65,  when  he  wa^  mustered  out  as  captain;  said  regiment  waB  continuously  below 
the  mini  mam  number  prescribed  by  law  and  regulation,  and  for  this  reason,  and  no 
Other,  he  ivan  refosed  muster  and  recognition  in  the  grade  of  major  daring  said  period, 

3.  That  during  said  periled  he  was  allowed  and  paid  only  the  pay  and  allowancea 
of  a  captain,  although  be  wag  In  the  continuous  pt^rformance  of  the  duties  qC  oy^^^t. 


HAHZLTON   It.   SABB. 


Upon  the  reports  fttmished  by  the  War  and  Treasury  Departments  and  upon  olh^r 
evidaQc-£j  and  upon  brieb  &nd  arguments  of  counist^l  the  court  m&kes  the  folia  wing 

ni?i>i^O0  OF  rACT.  I 

Hamilton  I^  Karr,  the  daimant  In  this  case,  m  a  dtissen  of  the  CJnlted  States  mad 
resident  in  th^  county  of  Clark,  in  the  ^t^ie  of  Iowa. 

On  Mardi  29^  1865,  the  eaid  Hamilton  L.  Karr  waa  captain  of  Company  G,  One 
hundred  and  sixteenth  Repment  'Jhio  Volunteer  Infantry.  On  tbat  date  and  until 
he  was  mustered  out  of  the  service,  to  wit,  on  June  23,  1865,  Ihe  iame  waf  and  con- 
tinued to  be  below  the  minimum  number  prescribed  by  General  Order  No*  1^  of 
the  War  Pepartmcnt,  of  June  20^  IS^iS*  carrying  into  effect  section  20  of  the  aet  of 
Congresa  afiproved  March  $,  IB6.S  (12  Stat.  L>,  734). 

The  major  of  eaid  One  hundred  and  sixteenth  Reeiment  Ohio  Volunteer  Infantry 
being  tJif*n  and  thereafter  out  of  service  m  mid  grale,  the  duties  of  mnjor  deviitvi-ii 
upon  this  elRimant,  who  then  and  thereafter  a^eumed  and  }ierfonned  all  the  ilnlJvm 
or  major  of  said  One  hundred  and  f^ixteenth  Kegiiuent  Ohio  Volunteer  Infamrv, 

The  j^overnor  of  the  State  of  Ohio  also  issued  to  this  claimant  a  comtntsiion 
major^  One  Hundre^i  and  sixteenth  Regiment  Ohio  Volunteer  In  fan  try* 

Un  the  said  March  29,  184j5,  the  mustering  ofhcer  thuii  and  thtre^fier  refused 
muster  thiiS  claimant  &d  major  of  gaid  One  Hundred  ami  sixteenth  Re^ment  Ohi<i 
Volunteer  Infantry,  solely  because  his  command  was  below  its  minimuin  stren^h, 
as  aforei^ald,  although  he  continue<l  to  perform  the  duties  of  major  until  he  wai 
muBtered  out  of  the  service  as  captain,  June  23,  IMa. 

If  the  sakl  Hamilton  L,  Karr  should  be  deen^ed  major  of  One  hundred  and  aixteenth 
Regiment  Ohio  Volunteer  Infantry  and  entitU^I  Vi  the  \my  of  that  ^rade,  the  differ- 
ence between  his  pay  and  allowances  as  a  captain  whic^h  he  has  receive^!,  and  that  ol 
a  major  to  which  he  would  have  l»een  eu  tit  led  bad  he  been  uitistered  for  tbr  pf*ri' 
from  March  29,  1865,  to  June  23,  I84}5,  would  amount  to,  as  reportad  by  the  Audit' 
for  the  War  De^mrtment,  MXty^six  dollars  and  fifty -four  cents  ($66.54),  includini: 
ehort  payment  of  |3.56. 

Bx  THK  CorxE, 

A  true  copy. 

Filed  Februarv  3,  1908. 

A  true  copy  of  the  fintUng?  of  fact  as  filed  by  the  court* 

Test  thia  5th  day  of  February,  19m. 

AMt^^ifU  Qtrk  tV«rl  of  " 


^v 


^ 


eOraCoTORBSS,  I  HOUSE  OF  EEPEESENTA^IVES.  j  Document 
litSesnan.      f  ]    No.  631. 


LEMUEL  C.  CANFIELD. 


;  FROM  THE  AS8ISTAKT  CLEBK  OF  THE  C0T7BT  OF  CLAIMS, 
TBAHSKITTINa  A  COPT  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  C0T7BT 
IV  THE  CASE  OF  LEMUEL  C.  CANFIELD  AaAINBT  THE  UNITED 
STATES. 


FiBBUABT  7, 1908.— Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


CJouRT  OF  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

Washington^  Fdyruary  tf,  1908. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court,  I  transmit  herewith  a  certi- 
fied copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause,  which 
case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  of 
the  House  of  Representatives  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883,  known 
as  the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  CouH  of  Clai/ms. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


(Court  ol  ClAlniB.  Congreasiona],  No.  12169-25.    Lemuel  C.  Canfleld  v.  The  United  States.] 
STATEMENT  OF  CASE. 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the  Committee 
on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  March  27,  1906.  The  case  was 
brou^t  to  a  hearing  on  its  merits  on  the  3d  day  of  Februarv,  190S. 

OTD.  Pennebaker,  esq.,  appeared  for  the  claimant,  and  the  Attorney -General,  by 
O.  M.  Anderson,  esq.,  his  assistant  and  under  his  direction,  appeared  for  the  defense 
and  the  protection  of  the  interests  of  the  United  States. 

The  claimant  in  his  petition  makes  substantiallv  the  following  allegations: 

1.  That  he  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  ana  resident  in  tSie  county  of  Mason, 
in  the  State  of  Michigan. 

2.  That  he,  being  a  private  of  Company  A,  Fifteenth  Regiment  of  Michigan  Vol- 
unteer Infantry,  was  auly  appointed  or  commissioned  by  the  governor  of  the  State 
of  Michigan  as  second  lieutenant  thereof  on  July  22,  1864;  and  that  from  and  after 
said  date  he  assumed  and  performed  all  the  duties  of  his  said  grade  until  March  27, 
1865,  when  he  was  mustered  in  as  such;  said  regiment  was  continuously  below  the 
mlnimnm  number  prescribed  by  law  and  regulation,  and  for  this  reason  and  no  othenc 
he  was  refused  muster  and  recc^nition  in  the  grade  of  second  ^^xiXj^tasiX.  ^\yfv\i<^vfi^^ 
period. 


T.^MtrEX   C.  OAKFllTLD. 


3.  That  durlnff  said  period  be  wft&  allowed  and  paid  only  tbe  pay  and  a!1owuicei 
of  a  private^  altnough  oe  W3J9  in  the  continnous  p^rfarmance  of  tne  dotiee  of  eeoond 
lieuteoant- 

Upoa  the  reporta  famiebed  by  the  War  and  Treasury  Departmttite  and  npon 
otber  eyidence  and  upon  bnete  and  atgamente  of  counael  the  court  itk&kea  the 
following 

IlNDtKGt  0»  FACT, 

Lemuel  C  CanBeld*  tbe  claimant  m  this  ca£ie^  is  a  dttzen  of  the  United  Stata^  and 
resident  in  tbe  coonly  of  Mason,  in  the  State  of  Mu-hiean. 

On  Jnly  22,  1864,  the  said  Lemuel  C.  CanfieJd  was  a  private  of  Coait.»any  A,  Fif- 
teenth Regiment  Michigan  Volunteer  Infantry,  On  that  date  and  until  ne  was  mus- 
tered into  the  service,  to  wit,  on  March  27,  1865,  the  eame  was  and  continued  to  be 
below  the  minimnm  number  prescribed  by  General  Order  No.  182  of  the  War  Deftart- 
ment,  of  June  20, 1S6S,  carrving  into  e^ect  section  20  of  the  act  of  Congreee  appro ve«! 
March  3,  1863  (12  Stat.  L./734). 

The  second  lieutenant  of  said  Company  A,  Fifteenth  Regiment  Michigan  Volanteef 
Infantry,  being  then  and  thereafter  out  of  service  in  said  grade,  the  duties  of  aecond 
Ueutenant  de  vol  vet!  upon  this  claimant,  who  then  and  tbereaft^^r  assumed  and  per- 
formed all  the  duties  of  second  lieutenant  of  said  Company  A^  Fifteenth  EegimenI 
Micliigan  Volimteer  Infantry. 

Tbe  governor  of  the  State  of  Michigan  alao  issued  to  this  claimant  a  comiiiisaio& 
as  second  lieutenant  Company  A,  Fifteenth  Eefdoient  MichJf^n  Volunteer  In  fan  try « 

On  tbe  said  July  22,  1864,  tbe  mustering  ofiicer  then  and  thereafter  refused  to 
muster  this  claimant  as  second  lieutenant  of  said  Company  A,  Fifteenth  Regiment 
Micbij^ao  Volunteer  Infantry,  wlely  bec^u^e  bis  command  Was  below  its  minimum 
atren^b,  as  aforesaid,  although  he  continued  to  perform  the  duties  of  second  tieo* 
tenant  until  he  waa  mustered  into  the  service  as  irucb  March  27,  1865. 

During  said  period  this  claimant  did  not  draw  rations  from  the  Government, 

If  the  said  Lemuel  C.  Canffeld  should  be  deemed  second  lieutenant  of  Oompaity 
A,  Fifteenth  Rt^giraent  Michigan  Volunteer  Infantry,  and  entitled  lo  the  pmy  ottiwt 
grarle,  the  difference  between  hia  pay  and  allowances  as  a  private,  which  he  hw 
received,  and  that  of  a  second  lieutenant,  to  which  he  would  nave  been  entiUtnl  bad 
he  lioen  mustered  for  the  period  from  Jnly  22,  1864,  to  March  26,  lli65,  would  amonni 
to  five  hundred  and  eighty -seven  dollars  and  sixty  *eight  cents  (1587.68),  a^  reporiid 
by  the  Auditor  for  tiie  War  Department, 

Bt  tbji  Coosr. 

A  true  copy. 

Filed  Febmary  3,  1908. 

A  true  copy  of  tbe  findingo  of  ^ct  as  filed  by  the  court 

Tefft  this  &th  day  of  February,  1908. 

[sEAi.]  JOHST  RaNBOLFH, 

Assistant  Clerk  (hurt  of  CEcrtfiu. 


60th  Congress,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES,  j  Document 
l8t  Session.      )  }   No.  632. 


ANDREW  L.  CARTER. 


UBTTEB  FROM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  COURT  OF  CLAIMS 
TRAKSMITmrG  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BT  THE  COURT 
IN  THE  CASE  OF  ANDREW  L.  CARTER  AGAINST  THE  UNITED 
STATES. 


Fmbbuabt  7, 1908.— Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


CJouBT  OF  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

Waskingtonj  February  6^  1908. 
Sib:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court  I  transmit  herewith  a  certi- 
fied copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause,  which 
case  was  referred  to  this  court  bv  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  of 
the  House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  8,  1888,  known 
as  the  Bowman  Act. 

1  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Court  of  Claima.    Congreaslonal,  No.  12169-20.    Andrew  L.  Carter  v.  The  United  Btatea.] 
STATEMENT  OF  CASE. 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the  Ck)mraitte€ 
on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the  27th  day  of  March,  1906.  The 
case  was  brought  to  a  hearing  on  its  merits  on  the  3d  day  of  February,  1908. 

C.  D.  Pennebaker,  esq.,  and  Jones  appeared  for  the  claimant,  and  the  Attomey- 
Greneral,  byG.  M.  Anderson,  esq.,  his  assistant,  and  under  his  direction,  appeared  for 
the  defense  and  the  protection  of  the  interesta  of  the  United  States. 

The  claimant  in  his  petition  makes  substantially  the  following  allegations: 

1.  That  he  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  and  resident  in  the  county  of  Sangamon, 
in  the  State  of  Illinois. 

2.  That  he,  being  the  first  serceant  of  Company  K,  Seventywsixth  Regiment  of 
Ulinois  Volunteer  Infantry,  was  duly  appointed  or  commissioned  by  the  governor  of 
the  State  of  Illinois  as  second  lieutenant  thereof  on  July  22,  1865,  and  that  from  and 
after  said  date  he  assumed  and  performed  all  the  duties  of  his  said  grade  until 
Aogost  5,  1866,  when  he  was  mustered  out  as  first  sergeant;  said  regiment  was  con- 
tinnoosly  below  the  minimum  number  prescribed  by  law  and  regulation,  and  for  this 
reason,  and  no  other,  he  was  refused  muster  and  recognition  in  the  grade  of  secoad 
lieutenant  daring  ^aid  period. 

3.  That  daring  said  period  he  was  allowed  and  paid  onV^  lYi^  \>«l^  «*iv^  ^q^wv^^^ 
of  a  first  8ei>ireaJ9ly  although  he  waa  in  the  continuous  peAotrcvasiCfe  oV  \X\^  ^>\\A^'ft  q\ 
geaaad  JjeatensDt ' 


ANDEBW   L,  OABTEB, 

Upon  the  reports  furDiahed  by  the  War  and  Treasury  Departments  and  unon  Otbe 
evidence  aod  upon  brief b  and  argomente  of  counsel  the  court  makes  the  following 

rjNDINOB  OF  FACT.  ^ 


Andrew  L.  Carter,  tbe  claliuiJit  in  thii9  ca^,  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  and 
leddent  in  the  oounty  of  Sangamon,  in  the  StAfe  of  Illinois. 

On  July  22j  1865,  the  eaid  Andrew  L,  Carter  was  6 ret  sei^geant  of  Company  K, 
Se7enty-9ixth  Regiment  lUinoia  Volunteer  Infantry^  On  that  date  and  nntil  he  wis 
musteml  out  of  tbe  service^  to  wit,  oo  A«giiat5,  1865i  the  same  waa  and  continued 
to  be  l>elow  the  minimum  number  prescribe  by  General  Order  No.  XS2  oi  the  War 
Department^  of  June  20,  1863,  cmrryiog  into  effect  section  20  of  tbe  act  of  Congr^s 
approved  March  3,  1863  (12  Stat.  L",  734) . 

The  second  lieutenant  of  said  Company  K,  Seventy-mith  Regiment  lUinoif^  Vol- 
unteer Infantry,  being  then  and  thereafter  out  of  service  in  said  grade,  the  duties  of 
second  Hentenant  devolved  upon  thiB  claimant,  ^'ho  then  and  thereafter  a^^umed 
and  performed  aJl  the  duties  of  second  lieutenant  of  aaid  Company  K,  ^venty-aixth 
Regiment  Illinois  Volunteer  Infantry,  until  August  5,  1806* 

The  governor  of  the  State  of  lUinoia  also  istiflued  to  this  claim ar^t  a  com  mission  m 
aeconii  lieutenant.  Company  K,  Seventy- E<Lxth  Regiment  Illinoifl  Volunteer  Infantry, 

On  the  esaid  July  22,  1863,  the  mustering  officer  then  and  thereafter  refused  to 
mnsrter  thie  claimant  as  second  lieutenant  of  e&id  Company  R,  Seventy -eixlb  Regi'- 
ment  Illinois  Volunteer  Infantry,  eolely  because  his  command  was  below  its  mini* 
mum  strength,  as  aforesaid,  although  he  continued  to  perform  the  duties  of  aec:oii4 
lieutenant  until  he  was  mustered  out  of  tbe  service  as  h rat  sergeant,  August  5^  tSSSw 

During  said  period  this  claimant  did  not  draw  rations  from  the  Government. 

If  the  said  Andrew  L.  Carter  should  be  dee^ned  second  lieutenant  of  Company  K, 
Seventy-sixth  Regiment  Illinois  Volunteer  Jo  fan  try,  and  entitled  to  the  pay  of  tttat 
grade,  the  difference  between  his  pay  and  allowances  as  a  first  aergeantf  which  he 
has  received,  and  that  of  a  second  heutctnant,  to  which  h*^  would  have  been  eiitiyed 
had  he  been  mustered  for  the  period  from  July  22,  1^'*^6  to  August  5,  1865,  wo«14 
amount  to  Corty-eight  dollars  and  eixteen  cent^  \$48.1i )  m  reported  by  the  AiidtMt 
for  the  War  Department* 

Bt  tek  Qoi7Kr. 

A  tnie  copy. 

Filed  February  3,  im)8. 

A  true  copy  of  the  findings  of  fact  as  filed  bv  the  court 

Te^  thie  dth  day  of  February,  1908. 

[iXAL.}  JOHJI   BANl>OLPa, 

At^isiani  Oerk  Qfurt  of  C 
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GOth  Congress,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES,  i  Document 
let  Session.      \  \  No.  646. 


SLOOP  JAMES. 


UBTTEB  FROM  THE  ASSISTANT  CI^BK  OF  THE  COURT  OF  CLAIMS 
TRANSMITTING  A  COPY  OF  THE  CONCLUSIONS  OF  LAW  AND  OF 
FACT  IN  THE  FRENCH  SPOLIATION  CASES  RELATING  TO  THE 
SLOOP  JAMES,  ROBERT  PALMER,  MASTER. 


Fkbruabt  10,  1908. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 


Court  of  Claims, 
Washington,  D.  C,  February  6,  1908. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit  here- 
with the  findings  of  fact  and  conclusion  of  law  tiled  under  the  act  of 
January  20,  1885,  in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the 
annexed  findings  by  the  court  relating  to  the  vessel  sloop  James^ 
Robert  Palmer,  master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Aasista/nt  Clerk  Court  of  Clamis. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Oourt  of  Claims.    French  spoliations.    Act  of  January  20. 1886.  28  Stat.  L.,  283.    Venel  sloop  Jome 

Robert  Palmer,  master.] 

No.  Of 

Clfdmant. 


4797.    George  Meade,  admiDistrator  of  the  estate  of  Anthony  Butler,  v.  The  United 

States. 

PRSLIMINABY  STATEMENT. 

Thifl  daun  was  tried  before  the  CJourt  of  Claims  on  the  12th  day  of  November, 
1907. 

The  claimant  was  represented  by  William  T.  8.  Curtis,  and  the  United  States, 
defendants,  by  the  Attorney-General,  through  his  assistant  in  the  Department  of 
Justioe,  John  W.  Trainer,  with  whom  was  a^^Hoiuated  Assistant  Attorney-General 
J.  A.  Van  Orsdel. 

FINDINGS  OP  PACT. 

The  oonrt,  npon  the  evidence  and  considering  the  same  with  the  briefe  of  counsel 
on  each  side,  determine  the  facts  to  be  as  follows: 

I.  The  sloop  James,  Robert  Palmer,  master,  sailed  on  a  coiuTJieTexaV  no^^^  ^"^  ^"^ 
about  the  ISth  day  of  February,  1797,  bound  from  the  port  ol'P\iWw^^V^'^i^i^^*^** 


2  SLOOP   JiME3, 

L'ance  &  Vean,  Isden  with  a  cargo  of  flour,  be«f,  wine,  and  similar  mereb&ndise. 
While  peftcefullv  paiBuinfif  mid  voya;?©  ehe  waa  seized  on  the  hi^h  seas  an  Mmn*b 
15^  1797f  by  the  f^ncb  privatei^r  U Enfant  Trour^t  Capt.  Pierre  Brsrd,  and  conducted 
into  the  French  port  of  Jean  Rabel,  and  thereafter,  on  the  26th  day  of  Aprils  1797* 
both  ve^seel  and  caii^o  were  condemned  by  the  Freocli  prize  iTibutitil  sitting  in  the 
French  port  of  Cape  Francois^  and  became  a  total  lo^s  to  the  owners  thereof. 

The  ground  for  said  condeai nation,  bs  66t  forth  in  the  detTee,  was  ns  follows: 

That  8he  was  bound,  when  t!a(>tured,  for  Cape  Nicbolais  Mole^  a  place  under  the 
pn:»tject!oa  of  the  French  Government. 

I L  The  sloop  Jamen  was  a  duly  rcgielcred  vessel  of  the  United  States  of  80H  tons 

burthen,  built  at  Perth  Am  boy,  in  tiie  State  of  New  Jersey,  in  the  year  1793,  Mui 

-was  owned  solely  by  Anthony  Butler^  a  dUssenof  the  Unitect  States. 

I     lil.  The  cargii  coni*!5ted  of  wine,  fruit,  oil,  beef,  ftho<jki?f,  flonr,  dry  gc»od«,  and 

siiveri^tuithe'  tools,  but  ttie  vahie  of  the  same  and  the  owners  thereof  do  not  appear, 

IV.  The  loss  to  Anthony  Butler  by  reaaoa  of  the  traptiire  and  condemnation 
aforejaaid  was  as  follows: 

Value  of  vessel, -., - .-.,_...___ , ,..,  fS^^OO 

Freight  earnings _ _.^--..- ,.--. .____     1^333 

Amounting inallto ...**_*.,.*,... **_-.... _ -     4, 533 

The  daitnant  haw  pr^uluced  letters  of  admini?;t  ration  on  the  e^ite  of  the  party  for 
whom  he  appears,  and  haj"  other wie(*  proved  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  oonrt  that  the 
person  for  whoee  ei^tate  he  ha**  filed  claim  i«  in  fact  Use  same  pemon  who  suffered 
josifl  by  reason  of  the  seizure  and  condetnnation  of  the  sloop  Jamrs,  as  [*et  forth  in  the 
preeeding  findings. 

Said  4.^1  aim  was  not  embraced  in  the  c*mvention  between  the  United  i^tates  and  the 
Republic  of  France  concluded  on  the  ^iOth  of  April,  1803*  It  wik^  not  a  elaim  jtrowing 
"out  of  the  acts  of  France  allowed  and  paid  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the  proviitions 
of  the  trctaty  between  the  L'nite<l  StattMS  and  Spain  concluded  on  the  22d  of  r"el>ruary. 
1819,  and  wait  not  allowe<l  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the  proviskmi  of  the  treaty 
between  the  United  States*  and  France  of  the  4th  of  July,  IH'll, 

The  claimant,  in  hit*  retire^*n1attve  caiiaeity,  is  the  owner  of  said  claim,  which  1 
never  been  asiigned  except  aa  aforesaid. 

CONCLUetONa   OF   LAW. 

The  court  deciders  as  conclusions  of  law  that  i^id  seizure  and  condemnation  weit 
illegal,  and  the  owners  and  inenrera  had  valid  claims  of  indemnity  theri*for  u)mn 
the  French  Government  prior  to  the  ratification  of  the  convention  l>etween  the  rnited 
States  and  the  French  Eepufolic*  concluded  on  the  30th  day  of  September,  ISOO;  thit 
piiid  claim  was  relinquij^hcti  to  France  by  the  Government  of  the  United  Stit*^  ^^v 
said  treaty  in  part  consideration  of  the  relinquishment  of  certain  national  claims  of 
France  against  the  United  States,  and  that  the  claimant  is  entitled  to  the  following! 
sum  from  the  United  States: 

George  Meade,  administrator  of  the  estate  of  Anthony  Butler,  four  thousand 

five  hundred  and  thirty-three  dollars $4. 5:>3 

Amounting  in  all  to  four  thousand  five  hundred  and  thirty-three  dollars  ($4,r>:U). 

By  the  Court. 
Filed  December  2,  1907. 
A  true  copv. 

Test  this  Oth  day  of  February,  A.  D.  1908. 
[beau]  John  Randolph, 

Asmtant  Clerk  Court  of  CUi'nru, 


60th  Congress,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  I  Document 
Ut  Session,      f  1   No.  647. 


PERRY  RENNOE,  ADMINISTRATOR. 


liETTSB  FROM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  C0T7BT  OF  CLAIMS 
TBANSMITTINa  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FTLED  BY  THE  COURT 
IN  THE  CASE  OF  PEBBY  BENNOE,  ADMINISTBATOB  OF  BEVSBDY 
A.  BENNOE,  DECEASED,  AGAINST  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


February  10,  1908.— Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  op  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

Washington^  February  <9,  1908, 
Si^:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court  1  transmit  herewith  a  cer- 
tified copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War  Claims 
of  the  House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883, 
known  as  the  Bowman  A(^t. 

1  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Court  of  Claims.    CongreasionAl,  No.  4757.    Perry  Rennoe,  administrator  of  Reverdy  A.  Rennoe 
deceased,  v.  The  United  States.] 

This  case,  being  a  claim  for  supplies  or  stores  alleged  tx)  have  been  taken  by  or  fur- 
nished to  the  military  forces  of  the  United  States  for  their  use  during  the  late  war  for 
the  suppression  of  the  rebellion,  the  court,  on  a  preliminary  inquiry,  finds  that  Rev- 
erdy A.  Rennoe,  deceased,  the  person  alleged  to  have  furnished  such  supplies  or 
stores,  or  from  whom  the  same  are  allege<l  to  have  been  taken,  was  loyal  to  tne  Gov- 
ernment of  the  United  States  throughout  said  war. 

By  the  Court 

Filed  January  28,  1907. 


2  FKBET   BEXNOE,  i  DimiTBTRATOR. 

V.  Tbe  United  atatG« J 

aTATBBlfiNT  O:^  CASK  H 

The  claim  in  the  above  entitled  eaee  for  euppliee  or  storeg  alleged  to  hare  been 
taken  by  or  famished  to  the  military  forces  of  the  United  States  for  their  use  dnmig 
the  late  war  for  th«  aiippreasioii  of  the  rebellion,  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by 
the  Committee  on  War  Claims  on  the  19th  day  of  Jime^  1SS8. 

Oq  a  preliminary  inquiry  the  court,  on  the  20th  day  of  January,  1907,  fotmd  thil 
the  pereon  alleged  to  have  fumiaheii  the  supplies  or  etoree,  or  from  whom  they  were 
alleged  to  have  been  taken,  waa  loyal  to  the  Government  of  the  United  S^te« 
throughout  said  war. 

The  case  wm  brought  to  a  hearing  on  tte  merite  on  the  7tb  day  of  February »  1907^ 

Mea«rfi.  Lyon  &  Lyon»  emi{U.,  appeared  for  claimant,  and  the  Attomey*General,  by 
Percy  M.  Cox,  eeq.,  his  assis^tant,  and  under  bis  direction^  appeiired  for  the  defense 
and  protection  of  the  interests  of  the  Uoittil  States, 

The  claimant  in  his  petition  makes  the  following  all^ationa: 

The  claimant,  Pern^  Rennoe,  reepeetfiiUy  representa— 

That  he  is  the  administrator  of  Kevt^rdy  A.  Rennoe,  deceased,  appointed  on  the 
7th  day  of  Apn!,  1875,  by  the  Orphans*  Court  in  and  for  the  county  of  Charleft,  and 
State  of  Maryland,  big  warrant  of  authority  being  herewith  brought  into  court;  ibM 
said  decedent  was  daring  the  late  war  a  res^ident  of  the  State  of  Maryland  and  did 
not  give  any  aid  or  comf<irt  to  the  said  rebeUion^  but  was  thro ug hoot  that  war  loyil 
to  the  Government  of  the  Uniteil  estates. 

That  the  following  property  belonging  to  Reverdy  A.  Eennoe  wag  taken  from  Mm 
by  the  United  States  Army  and  used  by  the  said  Army,  the  date,  place,  and  com- 
mand  being  particularly  stateii  below  r 

In  Cbarlee  County,  m  the  State  of  Maryland^  on  or  about  the  fall  and  winter  oi 
1861  and  1S62,  by  troope  under  the  command  of  General  Sickles,  U.  S,  Army,  t-i  wit: 

Dwelling  house , ^ ,, $2,000 

Kitchen ---„,- —„,,>,-..,-.. 300 

Com  house --, .<<_ 20O 

Fifih  vats  .._ -.„.,  SOO 

Granary  and  stable,**.-***- --.. , 500 

M^t  house  and  dairy.-,.-. ,•*- .„, .,  160 

Two  servants'  houses, » , .-.* ._. 200 

Shed  .„„ , , ,--„ ,-  ISO 

Carriage  house ._, __-.*, .*---_^__ -, , .  100 

Total , - , %m 

That  a  claim  for  said  property  was  presented  to  the  Quartermaster-General,  the 
items  of  said  claim  beine  as  heretofore  stated. 

Said  claim  was  not  allowed  by  said  tribunal,  the  ground  for  said  action  being  that 
it  was  not  considered  that  the  evidence  showed  how  mnch  of  the  property  was  taken 
by  and  for  the  use  of  the  Union  Army. 

That  the  said  claim  has  been  presented  to  the  Fiftieth  Congress,  and  waa,  by  the 
House  of  Representatives  of  the  said  Fiftieth  Congress,  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  War  Claims  of  said  House,  by  which  committee  it  was,  on  the  19th  day  of  June, 
1888,  referred  to  this  court  for  a  finding  of  the  facte  in  accordance  with  section  1  of 
4m  act  approved  March  3,  1883,  entitled  **  An  act  to  afford  assistance  and  relief  to 
Congress  and  the  Executive  Departments  in  the  investigation  of  claims  and  demandi 
against  the  Government." 

That  no  other  action  than  as  aforesaid  has  been  had  on  this  claim  in  Congreee  or 
by  any  of  the  Departments;  that  the  claimant  is  the  sole  owner  of  this  claim  and  the 
only  person  interested  therein;  that  no  assignment  or  transfer  of  this  claim  or  of  anv 
part  thereof  or  interest  therein  has  been  made;  that  the  claimant  is  justly  entitled 
to  the  amount  herein  claimed  from  the  United  States  after  allowing  all  just  credits 
and  offsets;  that  the  claimant  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States.  And  the  claimant 
believes  the  facts  as  stated  in  this  petition  to  be  true. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  considering  the  briefs  and  argument  of 
counsel  on  both  sides,  makes  the  following 


PERBY   BENNOB,  ADMINI8TBAT0B.  8 

riNDINOS  OF  FACT. 

L  Doring  the  war  for  the  suppression  of  the  rebellion  the  military  forces  of  the 
United  States,  for  their  use,  took  possession  of  certain  building|8  in  Charles  County, 
State  of  Maryland,  belonging  to  claimant's  decedent,  as  described  in  the  petition; 
and  from  saia  buildings  there  was  taken  by  the  military  forces  of  the  United  States 
certain  material  before  the  destruction  of  the  entire  property,  wluch  was  used  by 
them  in  the  construction  of  their  camps.  The  reasonable  value  of  the  material  so 
used  was  the  sum  of  two  hundred  dollars  ($200),  no  part  of  which  appears  to  have 
been  paid. 

II.  The  evidence  does  not  establish  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  court  that  the  military 
forces  of  the  United  States  destroyed  the  property  of  claimant's  decedent,  as  alleged. 

This  cause  having  been  referred  to  the  court  under  the  provisions  of  the  Bowman 
Act,  the  court  would  be  without  jurisdiction  to  entertain  a  daim  for  the  destruction 
of  the  property. 

By  the  Coubt. 

Filed  February  18,  1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  8th  day  of  February,  1908. 

[seal.]  John  Bandolph, 

Auigtant  Clerk  Court  of  Clainu, 

o 


60th  Congress,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  J  Document 
latSeman.      I  I    No.  660. 


T.  N.  RHODES,  ADMINISTRATOR. 


LETTEB  FBOM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  COUBT  OF  CLAIMS 
TBANSMITTINQ  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  COUBT 
IN  THE  CASE  OF  T.  N.  BHODES,  ADMINISTBATOB  OF  ESTATE  OF 
LEWELLEN  BHODES,  DECEASED,  AGAINST  THE  UNITED  STATE& 


Fbbbuabt  12,  1908. — ^Referred  to  the  Ck>iiimittee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to 

be  printed. 


Q)URT  OP  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

Washington^  February  11^  1908. 
Sir  :  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court  I  transmit  herewith  a  cer- 
tified copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War  Claims 
of  the  House  of  Representatives  under  the  act  of  March  8,  1883, 
known  as  the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Sj}eaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


(Court  of  Claims.     Congressional,  No.  3004.     Lewellen  Rhodes  «.  The  United  States.] 

This  case,  being  a  claim  for  supplies  or  stores  alleged  to  have  been  taken  by 
or  furnished  to  the  military  forces  of  the  United  States  for  their  use  during 
the  late  war  for  the  suppression  of  the  rebellion,  the  court,  on  a  preliminary 
inquiry,  finds  that  Lewellen  lUiodes,  the  person  nlleixed  to  have  furnished  such 
supplies  or  stores,  or  from  whom  the  same  are  alleired  to  have  been  taken,  was 
loyal  to  the  Government  of  the  United  States  throughout  said  war. 

By  the  Goubt. 

Filed  April  1,  1889. 


[Conrt  of  Claims.     Conf?rcRRlonal  case  No.  3004.     T.  N.  Rhodes,  administrator  of  estate 
of  Lewellen  Rhodes,  deceased,  v.  The  United  States.] 

STATEMENT  OF  CASE. 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  for  supplies  or  stores  alleged  to  have 
been  taken  by  or  furnished  to  the  military  forces  of  the  United  States  for 
their  use  during  the  late  war  for  the  suppression  of  the  rebellion  was  trans- 
mitted to  the  court  by  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Bepre- 
■oitativeB  on  the  10th  day  of  April,  1888. 
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T-   K,   RHODES. 


On  a  preHmlnary  Inqnlry  the  court,  on  tlie  lat  day  of  April,  ISSO,  fonnd  that 

the  perBon  alle^e^l  to  have  fumlahed  the  auppllea  or  it  ores,  or  from  whom  tliey 
were  alleged  to  have  be^i  taken,  was  loyal  to  the  GoTemmetit  of  the  United 
States  throughout  mid  war. 

The  case  was  brought  to  a  hearing  on  Ita  meritB  on  the  13th  day  of  Jan  nary, 
ig08. 

Moyera  &  Consnul  appeared  for  clnlmant,  and  the  Attomey^GeneraU  by  $.  8. 
AshbauKlii  eaq.,  hia  assistant,  and  undt?r  his  direction,  appeared  for  the  defense 
and  proiectlon  of  the  interi^sls  of  the  United  States, 

The  claimaat  in  h^s  petition  makes  the  following  allegatlona: 

That  he  la  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  and  a  resident  of  Shelby  Connly, 
Ten  a,,  and  is  the  administrator  of  the  estate  of  Lewellen  Rhodes,  deceased, 
late  of  said  county  and  State. 

That  during  the  late  civil  war  the  United  States  military  forces,  under  proper 
authority,  took  from  said  decedent  stores  aud  supplies  of  the  kinds  and  ralaea 
betow  stated,  to  wit: 


I 


3,D00  feet  lumber,  for  fencing,  f20  per  Id- 
One  lot  timber  for  wagon  axlea_- 

One  lot  timber  for  wagon  totiffues ._ 

One  lot  timber  for  wagon  feIloes__ 

One  lot  timber  for  wagon  spokes— ^ 

One  lot  Iroa  for  tires ^__ . 

One  lot  blacksmith  tools .^ 

26  bushels  coal,  at  T&  cents  per  bushel ^^_ 


Total— 


I 


___ ^— ^„ rraw 

— ^ _.  m,m 

^^. ^^^   m.  m 

-^^, .- ^_^ 50. 00 

__ _. -_ __„ 50, 05 

., _____ „   m.m 

^ ^— _-_ _  100,  oa 

_. — .^, — __  ia75 

— .. 43S.t5 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence  and  after  ooneidertng  the  briefs  and  argiuueaCi 
of  counsel  upon  both  sides,  makes  the  folio  wing 


I 


I 


riNDiPTG   OF  PAC: 

There  was  taken  from  claimant's  decetlent  In  the  coimty  of  Shelby,  State  of 
TeaneMsee,  by  the  military  forces  of  the  United  States,  by  projjer  authority,  ftif 
the  use  of  the  Army,  property  of  the  kind  aod  elmracter  described  In  the  tietl^ 
tloDj  which  at  the  time  and  place  of  talcing  wns  reasonably  worth  the 
two  hnndred  and  ninety  dollars  (¥2iX>), 

No  payment  apijeara  to  have  been  made  therefor. 

By  the  Covww,' 

Filed  February  3,  1908, 

A  true  copy* 

Test  this  10th  day  of  February,  lOOS. 

[seal.]  John  Randolph, 

Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  OlaimM, 


60th  Congress,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  I  Document 
lat  Session.      J  (    No.  667. 


M.  F.  COLLIER,  ADMINISTRATOR. 


XJBTTEB  FROM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  C0T7RT  OF  CLAIMS 
TBANSMITTINa  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE 
C017BT  IN  THE  CASE  OF  M.  F.  COLLIEB,  ADMINISTRATOR  OF 
AXrOXJST  HEBBBLEIN,  DECEASED,  AGAINST  THE  UNITED 
STATES. 


Fbbbuabt  13,  1908.— Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

Washington,  February  12,  1908. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court,  1  transmit  herewith  a  cer- 
tified copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  resolution  of  the  House 
of  Representatives  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1887,  known  as  the 
Tucker  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims* 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives, 


[Ooort  of  Claims.    Coiigrenional  caie  No.  11202.    M.  F.  Collier,  administrator  of  the  estate  of  August 
Heberleiii,  deceased,  v.  The  United  States.] 

STATEMENT  OF  CASK. 

The  following  bill  was  referred  to  the  court  by  resolution  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentativee,  datM  February  2S,  1903,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1887,  known  as  the 
Tucker  Act 

"  [H.  R.  7421,  Fifty-seyenth  Congress,  flnt  session.] 

*'A  BILL  For  the  relief  of  the  estate  of  August  Heberlein. 

"Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United  States  of 
America  in  Congress  assembled,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be,  and  he  is- 
hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  pay  to  the  estate  of  August  Heberlein,  deceased, 
who  was  a  ProsBian  subject  and  formerly  a  resident  of  Jacksonport,  Arkansas,  out 
of  »ny  moneys  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwine  appropriated,  the  sum  of  six  thousand 
and  eighty  dollars  and  thirty  cents,  in  full  payment  and  satisfaction  to  said  <!^\»^j^ 
for  certain  personal  property  taken  from  said  Heberlein  and  \3fifed\i'^^ «».  ^tWqvv  <A\Jcife 
Anny  of  the  United  States  in  the  year  anno  Domini  e\g\i\i^iiVi\nidx^«»x\^^v?AN-v««2», 
■i  tlie  fli^  town  of  JackaonporL" 


I 
I 
I 


M.  F,  Cotljet-,  admmiMraior  of  the  estate  of  Auguflt  Heberkm*  decefised*  r,  'Rie 

Dnited  States,  appeared^  and  through  his  attorney,  John  S.  Duffie,  esq.,  filed  his 
petition  in  the  cocrt  May  15,  1903,  in  which  he  makea  the  following  atlegaliQiie: 

That  said  August  Heberlein,  deceased  ^  during  the  war  of  the  rebellioQ^  1861-1865, 
lived  in  Jackaonnort,  in  the  coimty  of  JackeoriT  State  of  Ark  ansae;  was  a  citi^^n  of 
Pniasia;  quiet  and  iodtietrioufl  man;  owried  a  buaini^'issa  hoiMe  and  stable  in  said  toim 
fumiybed  with  fumit are  and  tools  nece^^mrj  to  his  trade — that  of  a  gun  and  doordodk 
emitli;  that  said  hou^e^  stable,  furniture,  and  tools  at  the  time  of  theif  deatmotioii 
were  the  property  of  said  Heberkiu  and  were  of  the  value  of  $6,080.30. 

That  some  time  in  the  month  of  May^,  l&fi2,  aald  cotinty  was  occupied  by  the  Fed* 
eral  forces,  under  the  command  of  General  Curtiii  and  that  eaid  county  wae  in  the 
immediate  eommand  of  Colonel  Baker,  First  Independent  United  States  ('ax'alryf  and 
notwithstanding  that  eald  Heberlein  wm  at  that  time  a  citizen  of  Prussia,  an'd  bad 
never  borne  arms  for  or  ayoipathized  with  either  the  Union  or  ConfeiJerate  forcf*  in 
the  said  war  of  the  retjelljon^  said  Hebtrlein  was  arrested,  by  the  order  of  said  Colonel 
Baker,  and  sent  to  Batesville^  Independemx>  County,  Ark.,  and  there  confined  in 
prison*  When  ao  confined,  hit  hoiisei  stable,  furniture,  and  tools  of  his  trade  were 
taken  poseession  of  and  the  house  occupied  by  Colonel  Baker^s  soldiers,  and  donng 
the  said  imprisonment  of  said  Heberlein  all  were  baroed  by  the  eareleeeneaa  of  the 
direct  act  of  aaid  soldiers. 

After  hie  release  he  removed  to  Missouri,  inside  of  the  Federal  lines,  where  he 
remained  until  the  close  of  the  war,  then  returned  to  said  Jackson  County,  Ark., 
where  he  t^arried  on  the  businesi*  of  a  ^tin  and  loc  k  smith  until  the  date  of  his  death, 
in  1S74;  that  said  Hel>erlein  made  several  efforts  to  have  his  claim  paid  by  the  Cnited 
States  Government,  litiaily  terminating  Id  the  biU  above  quoted,  which  was  Telerred 
to  the  court. 

On  a  preliminary  inquiry  the  cottrt,  on  December  4,  1906^  found  that  the  claimant 
waa  not  loyal  to  the  Governmejat  of  the  United  Stat^  during  the  war  for  the  eappre*- 
sion  of  the  rebellion. 

The  caee  was  brought  to  a  hearing  on  merits  on  the  5th  day  of  Deceijiber,  IftOSL 

John  S.  Dtiffie  appeatied  for  the  claimant,  and  the  A ttornev -General,  by  F.  DsCL 
Faust,  his  assistant  and  under  hit?  direction,  ap[>eared  for  the  defense  and  protection 
of  the  interests  of  the  United  8lates. 

The  courts  upon  the  evidence  and  after  hearing  the  arguments  and  oonaiderini^  tbt 
evidence  and  brie&  of  counsel  on  both  sides,  makes  the  following 

vnmivcm  of  fact* 

During  the  w«r  for  the  suppression  of  the  rebellion  the  militw^  forces  of  the 

United  Htatee^  by  proper  authoritjr,  for  the  use  of  the  Army,  took  poaeession  of  and 
occupied  property  oelotiging  k>  said  decedent  and  destroyed  the  same,  «aid  pn>fterty 
being  at  the  time  and  nliu^^  rtniHonably  worth  the  sum  of  one  thouaind  d<>liara 


I 


I 


h  apj 


(|l,OCH)l,  no  part  of  whiuh  appears  to  have  been  paid. 

Filed  December  10,  1906. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  11th  day  of  February,  1908. 

[SSAL.] 


By  th*  Goubt. 


John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Qerk  Court  of  Cfaiiru. 


60th  CoNGRBfls,  I  HOUSE  OP  REPRESENTATIVES,  j  Document 
MSesdan.      f  (   No.  668. 


N.  C.  FEARS,  ADMINISTRATOR. 


LBTTBB  FROM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLERK  OF  THE  C0T7BT  OF  CLAIMS 
T&AKSMITTINa  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  COTJBT 
IN  THE  CASE  OF  N.  C.  FEABS,  ADMINISTBATOB  OF  W.  8.  FEARS, 
DECEASED,  AGAINST  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


Fbbuabt  13, 1908. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  op  Claims,  Clbbk's  Oppioe, 

Washington^  F^tniary  1^,  1908. 
Sm:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court,  1  transmit  herewith  a  cer- 
tified copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  resolution  of  the  House  of 
Representatiyes,  under  the  act  of  March  3, 1887,  known  as  the  Tucker 
Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assista/nt  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Coart  of  Clalmi.    Congrenioiial,  No.  12200.    N.  C.  Fears,  administrator  of  the  estate  of  W.  8.  Feara, 
deceased,  v.  The  United  States.] 

8TATBMBNT  OF  CASE. 

This  is  a  claim  for  property  taken  by  the  military  forces  of  the  United  States  dur- 
ing the  late  civil  war.  On  the  Slst  day  of  March,  1906,  the  House  of  Representa- 
tivee,  by  resolution,  referred  to  the  court  under  the  provisions  of  the  act  of  March  3, 
1^,  commonly  known  as  the  Tucker  Act,  the  following  bill: 

'*  [H.  R.  6821,  Fifty-eighth  Cougress,  first  session.] 
**A  BILL  Ytft  the  relief  of  N.  C.  Fears,  administrator  of  the  estate  of  W.  8.  Fears,  deceased. 

"  Bt  tt  enatUd  by  the  Senate  and  the  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United  States  of 
America  in  Conoress  assembled.  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be,  and  he  is 
hereby,  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  moneys  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appro- 
priated, to  N.  0.  I^ears,  administrator  of  the  estate  of  W.*  S.  Fears,  deceaaed^  <ii 
Henry  County,  Georgia,  the  sum  of  five  thousand  three  bmidx^^  ^o\\»x%  «sA  ^^^gci^- 
nine  cents,  for  stores  and  supplies  furnished  and  taken.  \>7  t2b.e¥e(\^s«\  Krsi^  ^s£n&% 
the  late  wmt  of  the  rebellion.  * 


If,    O,    FEABS* 

The  dj^mant  ftppeai^d  and  6led  hh  p^etitioD  in  Ihb  caae  on  ^^ptenib^r  6^  1906,  In 
which  he  made  suDStaatiaUy  the  followinje  allegaUonf: 

That  h#  is  a  cilixen  of  th@  Unites!  Slater  and  a  rf^tdent  of  the  Btate  of  Geoi)^ak 
and  IJ^ailufl  testator,  W.  i^.  Feare,  wa^  a  reddcEit  and  dtifeD  of  Henry  Cocmtr^  In 
mJd  State  of  G^orie^  and  that  Esid  W.  8.  Feam,  decessedj  was  to^al  to  the  Coiled 
States  throughout  the  civil  war. 

That  on  or  ahout  tiie  16t:h  da^  of  November,  1364,  the  said  W.  S^.  ¥e&TB  fomJahcd 
the  following  etorea  and  iupplie«  to  the  Union  Annv  thraugh  Geneml  RHpatncknt  aa 
officer  in  the  Army  of  the  United  States: 

5  bale^  cotton  and  eeed  of  eame  ,*, ^«  fLOGO 

1,200  buaheb  c?oTn ,_,..,., .__ , ...  1^200 

5,000  bundles  of  fodder . , , , -..,.  100 

1^000  buaheboats  in  abeaf  .,,,„ ,,,,,,,. --..*.,.***..,.,  $00 

35  buj^helg  wheat ^__ ___,-__. - 33 

75  bu^shels  pt^se -.... .....,,. , ,_„_,  60 

30  fattening  hQ(?s , _.._ ,,        600 

2  brood  90WB  and  18  pig&-.. - ,^ ^- _._..,,- . IS 

10  head  cattle --,.. SW» 

8  aheep ..^ , ^^--- , 16 

500  bo»heli  sweet  potatoei .-w^..,.- _ STS 

6  harrela  of  Birup ,, ,,. ,.,.,»^., ..^ -,.... 120 

9  head  horses  and  mules., _. -_. ,,.  93$ 

900  ]:Kiund9  pork  ,..*,,_,. ,,,..*, ^ --..,„ .,,..,., __^,  125 

100  chickens  and  turkeya _ _ 10 

6  bushels  corn  meal _ *..,._,. ..,,- >  5 

100  pounds  lard,,,. -,-„ , 10 

2  barrels  flour _ ,  10 


Amounting  in  all  to  . _ -_._. . ,     5,389 

The  case  was  bn^ught  to  a  hearing  on  lo^'alty  and  merits  on  the  6th  day  a(  Febra- 
ary,  1908, 

I  Charlofl  W.  Claret t,  eaquire^  appeared  for  the  claimantf  and  the  AtU>rney>(  ventral, 
through  George  E.  Boren,  esq.,  his  ajsjtistant  and  umler  hie  direction,  appeared  fof 
the  defense  and  protection  of  the  interests  of  the  United  States. 

The  co^rt,  upon  the  evidence  and  after  eonsidering  the  brieb  and  ar^pimenis  of 
cotmsel  on  each  side,  makee  the  following 

FINDINQS  or  FA{7T« 

I*  The  claimant'e  decedent  W.  @.  FeazB,  was  lojal  to  the  tjfQyemmeQt  of  the 

United  States  throuj^hout  the  late  dviJ  war. 

II.  During  said  period  ihv  nnlitary  forties  of  the  United  States,  by  proper  authority , 
took  from  claiinarit^a  decedent  in  Henry  County ^  Gii.j  certain  cott*in,  asd^*cribed  in  the 
petition,  and  burned  the  same  as  an  act  of  war  to  prevent  its  falling  into  the  hands 
of  the  enemy,  which  cotton  was  then  and  there  reasonably  worth  the  sum  of  seven 
hundred  ana  fifty  (iollare  ($750),  no  part  of  which  appears  to  have  been  paid. 

III.  During  said  t>eriod  the  military  forces  of  the  United  States,  by  proper  author- 
ity, for  the  use  of  the  Army,  took  from  claimant's  dece<ient  certain  other  property 
of  the  kind  and  character  described  in  the  petition,  exclusive  of  cotton,  which  at 
said  time  and  place  was  reasonably  worth  the  suin  of  one  thousand  seven  hundred 
and  sixty-five  dollars  ($1,765),  no  part  of  which  appears  to  have  been  paid. 

IV.  Tne  claim  herein  was  never  presented  to  any  Department  of  the  Govemooent 
prior  to  its  presentation  to  Congress  and  reference  to  this  court  by  reeolntion  of  the 
vTnited  States  House  of  Representatives,  as  hereinbefore  mentioned,  and  no  reason 
IS  given  why  the  bar  of  any  statute  of  limitation  should  be  removea  or  which  shall 
be  claimed  to  excuse  the  claimant  for  not  having  resorted  to  any  established  legal 
remedy. 

By  thb  Court. 

Filed  February  10,  1908. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  11th  day  of  February,  A.  D.  1908. 

[seal.]  John  Randolph, 

Auigtant  CUrk  Qmri  af  Oainu, 


60thCongrm8,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  I  Document 
l9t  Session.      J  (    No.  676. 


MARGARET  A.  BLOOM. 


LBTTEB  FBOM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  COUBT  OF  CLADCS 
TBANSMITTINa  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  COT7BT 
IN  THE  CASE  OF  MABQABET  A.  BLOOM,  WIDOW  OF  ANDBEW  8. 
BLOOM,  DECEASED,  AGAINST  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


Fbbbuabt  14, 1906. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  Und  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

Washington^  February  IS,  1908, 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court  1  transmit  herewith  a  cer- 
tified copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War 
Claims,  House  of  Representatives,  imder  the  act  of  March  3,  1883, 
known  as  the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


rOoort  of  Claims.    CongTeuional,  No.  10623.    Margaret  A.  Bloom,  widow  of  Andrew  8.  Bloom,  t. 

The  UnluS  States.] 

STATEMENT  OF   CASE. 

The  daim  in  the  above-entitled  case  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the  Committee 
on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the  14th  day  of  May,  1902.  The 
CMe  was  brought  to  a  hearing  on  its  merits  on  the  10th  day  of  February,  1908. 

C.  D.  Pennebaker,  esq.,  appeared  for  the  claimant,  and  the  Attorney-General,  by 
Geoige  M.  Anderson,  esq.,  nis  assistant,  and  under  his  direction,  appeared  for  the 
defenae  and  the  protection  of  the  interests  of  the  United  States. 

'Die  claimant  in  her  petition  makes  substantiallv  the  following  allegations: 

1.  That  she  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  and  resident  of  the  county  of  Fayette, 
in  the  State  of  Kentucky,  and  is  the  widow  of  Andrew  S.  Bloom,  deceased. 

2.  That  said  Andrew  S.  Bloom,  on  Januarv  20,  1864,  was  duly  appointed  or  com- 
misBbned  by  the  covemor  of  the  State  of  Kentucky  as  major  Seventh  Kentucky 
Cavaliv;  and  that  nom  and  after  said  date  the  said  Andrew  S.  Bloom  assumed  and  per- 
formed all  the  duties  of  his  said  grade  until  September  1,  1864,  when  ho  was  mustered 
in  and  paid  as  such;  said  regiment  was  continuously  below  the  minimum  number 
TOeacribed  by  law  and  regulation,  and  for  this  reason,  and  no  other,  said  Andrew  S. 
Bloom  was  refused  muster  and  reco^ition  in  the  giade  of  major  dining  said  period. 

3.  That  during  said  period  the  said  Andrew  S.  JBloom  was  not  allowed  and  paid 
the  pay  and  allowances  of  a  major,  although  he  was  in  the  continuous  performance 
of  tne  autiea  of  said  grade. 


MAEGAEET    A.   BLOOM, 

Upon  tjie  reporta  fumiflbed  by  thf*  War  nnd  Trt^asiirj'^  Departments  and  upon  othm 
evi<fcnce  and  upon  brief b  and  argiimenta  of  counsel  the  court  makes  the  following 

FmrnNQs  or  wavt. 


I.  MargBret  A^  Bloom,  tho  clflimimt  of  thie  caartj  ia  %  citizen  of  the  tJnited  States  and 
resident  of  the  county  of  Fayette  in  the  State  of  Kentucky. 

II.  On  January  2Q,  1864,  Andrew  S.  Bloom  waa  ap^inted  major  Seventh  Begin 
Kentucky  Volunteer  Cavsdry.     On  that  date  and  until  ho  was  muetered  into  the  ) 
ice,  to  wit,  on  Septfiniber  2,  1864^  the  same  was  and  ccmtinued  to  be  b^low  the  mini- 
mum  number  preecribed  by  General  Orders,  No,  182,  of  the  War  Department,  oE 
June  20,  186B,  carrying  into  effect  flection  20  of  the  act  of  Congr<?s8  approved  March  3, 
1863  (12  Stat.  L.,  p.  734). 

The  third  major  of  said  Seventh  Regtraent  Kentucky  Volunteer  Cavalry  being  then 
and  ther*?after  out  of  Borvice  in  said  grade,  the  duties  of  major  devolved  upon  a^id 
Andrew  S*  Bloom,  who  then  atjci  thereafter  assumed  and  performed  all  ihe  dutit-s  of 
major  of  said  Seventh  Regiment  Kentucky  Volunteer  Ctivalry  until  mualjertMl  in  at 
euoh  September  2,  1864* 

The  Govenior  of  the  State  of  Kentucky  abo  i^^ed  to  said  Andrew  S.  BlcJOfn  a  com- 
mission as  major.  Seventh  Re^tnent  Kentucky  Volunteer  Cavalnv". 

Ill*  On  the  aaid  January  20,  18(M,  the  mustering  oJIficer  then  und  thereafter  rehi&ed 
to  muster  the  said  Andrew  8.  Bloom  a^  major  of  said  Seventh  Re«:iment  Kentucky 
Yoluntoer  Cavalry,  solely  because  Im  commaiid  was  below  its  minimum  stren^gtb,  m 
aforesaid,  although  he  continued  to  perform  the  dutie©  of  major  until  he  was  must^^ 
into  the  service  as  such  SetJtember  2,  1B64. 

IV.  If  the  said  Andrew  S.  Bloom  should  be  deemed  major  of  said  Sev^enth  Eegimenl 
Kentucky  Volunteer  Cavalry  and  entitled  to  the  pay  of  that  grade  from  the  pie^od 
from  January  20,  1864^  to  September  1,  1864,  would  amount  lo  seven  hundred  And 
eighty -nine  dollars  and  twenty  cents  (I7S9.20)  ae  reported  by  the*AnditOT  for  the  War 
Department. 

Bt  the  Coust, 

Filed  Februfljy  10, 1908. 

A  true  copy  of  the  findings  of  fact  as  fil^d  by  the  court. 

Tesst  this  13th  day  of  February,  1908* 

[seal.]  John  Kakdolph, 

AsHgtafU  Ckrk  Cburf  t^  Ciainu. 


COthConobbm,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  (Document 
M  Session.      J  (  No.  676. 


JANE  H.  HAYNES. 


LBTTBB  FBOM  THB  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THB  COUBT  OF  CLAIMS, 
TBANSMITTINa  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  COUBT 
IN  THB  CASE  OF  JANE  H.  HAYNES,  WIDOW  OF  CHABLES  H. 
HAYNBSi  DECEASED,  AGAINST  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


Fbbbuabt  14, 1906.— Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  ClaimB  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  op  Claihs,  Clerk's  Office, 
Washington,  February  IS,  1908. 
^  Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court  1  transmit  herewith  a  cer- 
tified copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War 
Claims,  House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883, 
known  as  the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  6.  Cannon, 

SpeaTrer  of  the  House  qf  Representatives. 


fbi  the  Court  of  Claims.   CoogrwsioziAl,  No.  10700.    Jane  H.  Haynes,  widow  of  Chailei  H.  HayuM, 
deoeaaed,  o.  The  United  States.] 

8TATBMBNT  OP  CASE. 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the  Com- 
mittee on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the  14th  dav  of  May,  1902. 
The  case  was  brought  to  a  hearing  on  its  merits  on  the  10th  day  of  February,  1908. 

C.  D.  Pennebaker  appeared  for  the  claimant,  and  the  Attorney-General,  by  George 
M.  Andenx>n,  esq.,  his  assistant  and  under  his  direction,  appeared  for  the  defense 
and  the  protection  of  the  interests  of  the  United  States. 

The  claimant  in  her  petition  makes  substantially  the  following  all^ations: 

1.  That  she  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  and  resident  of  the  county  of  Bourbon, 
in  the  State  of  Kansas,  and  is  the  widow  of  Charles  H.  Haynes,  deceased. 

2.  That  said  Charles  H.  Haynes,  being  the  captain  of  Company  B^  Fourteenth 
Regiment  Kansas  Volunteer  Cavalry^  was  duly  appointed  or  commussioned  by  the 
governor  of  the  State  of  Kansas  as  major  thereof  on  November  22,  1864:  and  that  from 
and  after  said  date  the  said  Charles  H.  Haynes  assumed  and  performed  all  the  duties 
of  his  said  grade  until  August  18,  1865,  when  he  was  mustered  out  as  captain;  said 
rog^ent  was  continuously  below  the  minimum  number  prescribed  by  law  and  regu- 
]i£on,  and  for  this  reason,  and  no  other,  said  Charles  H.  Haynes  was  refused  muatA& 
and  recognition  in  the  grade  of  major  during  said  period. 


2 


JANi;    H.   HATN^S. 


3,  Thftt  during  eaid  pefidd  the  said  Cli&ri^o  R.  Hayn^e  was  ftOmal  ftoJ  peu^ 

the  pay  and  flllowancea  of  a  captain^  although  he  was  in  the  ood^kiiioii] 
of  the  autita  tA  majof , 

Upon  the  reports  fitrniflbed  by  the  War  and  Treasary  Depart  me  nta  acu!  nnoo 
evidence  and  upon  briefs  and  arguments  of  counsel  the  court  m&k«fl  thie  iouoviiig 

FXKnixoa  OF  fact. 

I.  Jane  H.  Haynes^  the  claimant  of  thb  case,  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  Slatoi  aad 
resident  of  the  caonty  of  &>urlM>n,  in  the  State  of  Kansas. 

IL  On  November  22,  1864,  Charlefl  H.  Haynee  waa  captain  of  Compmiy  Bj  Poor- 
teentb  Rogitoent  Kanaaa  Volunteer  Cavalry.  On  that  date  and  untu  he  waa  mja»- 
tered  out  of  the  eer%*ice,  to  wit,  on  August  18^  1SB5,  the  same  was  and  continued  ID 
b<?  bt^low  the  minimum  number  pirscnbed  by  General  Orders,  No,  182,  of  the  Wit 
Department,  of  June  2D,  1SG3,  carrying  into  effect  section  20  of  the  act  of  Oaa^tm 
approved  March  3,  1863  (12  Stata.  L..  p.  734). 

The  major  of  eaid  Fourteenth  Keg-iment  KauMS  Voiunteer  Cavalry^  being  ^m 
and  thereajt^^r  out  of  atrvice  in  aaid  grade,  the  dutiea  oi  major  devolved  upcm  aid 
Charloa  H.  Hai^ne^,  who  th^n  and  theraaftar  aasum^  and  performed  aU  tlui  dotiai 
of  major  of  said  Fourto^nth  H^r-gimeut  Kanaas  Volunteer  Cii'alry  until  Au^uA  li, 
1S65,  when  mui^tered  out  a^  captain. 

The  governor  of  th«  Slatt^  of  Kani^aJ3  also  tseued  to  eaid  Charlee  H,  HayDies  a  oaamm' 
aion  a^  major  of  the  Fourteenth  Regiment  Kaneaa  Volunteer  Ca^^^ry. 

III.  On  the  mid  November  22,  1SS4,  the  mustering  ofEcer  then  and  ther^tef 
refused  to  mUHter  the  aaid  Charjea  H,  Haynea  aa  major  of  said  Fourtec^nth  R«^ffle!Dt 
of  KanFas  Volunteer  Cavalry,  solely  because  his  command  was  below  its  tnininm^n 
■trengih,  as  aforesaid^  althou_gh  he  continu(*d  £o  peHorni  the  dudes  of  major  nnlij  ha 
wsB  mustered  out  of  the  fl<jrvice  aa  captain  August  18,  1S65. 

IV.  If  the  ^id  Charlee  H.  Hav'nee  should  be  deemed  major  of  the  FottrlaoMtt 
R^ment  of  Kansas  Volunteer  Cavalry  and  entitled  to  the  pay  of  thai  grade.  tfa« 
dinerence  between  his  pay  and  allowmncea  aa  a  captain^  whicn  ne  haa  receiv€^,  tad 
that  of  a  major,  to  which  he  would  have  been  entitled  bad  he  been  muster^  from  tte 

Seriod  from  November  22,  1864^  to  Au^st  18,  1S6&^  would  amount  to  onie  huDdfid 
oUare  and  aeventy  eent«  (ilOO.^O*  ait  reported  by  the  Auditor  for  the  War  DepsrtiDeBt 

By  tbh  Gotjsf. 
Filed  February  10.  1908. 
A  true  copy  of  the  findings  of  fact  aa  filed  by  tlie  court. 

Teat  this  13tb  day  of  February,  1908. 

[seal.]  Joex  RaNtkojbfn, 

AMtiataM  CUrk  CouHiff 


60th  Congress,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  jDocumbnt 
l8t  Session,      f  .  1  No.  677. 


MARY  L.  SCOTT. 


LBTTBB  FBOM  THB  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  COUBT  OF  CLAIMS 
TRANSmTTINQ  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  COUBT 
IN  THB  CASE  OF  MABY  L.  SCOTT,  WIDOW  OF  PLEASANT  S.  SCOTT, 
DECEASED,  AGAINST  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


Fbbbuabt  14, 1906. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

WashingtoTiy  February  IS,  1908. 
Snt:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court  I  transmit  herewith  a  cer- 
tified copy  of  the  jBndings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War 
daims,  House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883, 
known  as  the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[In  tlie  Court  of  CUimB.    Congresaional,  No.  10785.    Marv  L.  Soott.  widow  of  Pleasant  8.  Scott, 

deceased,  v.  The  United  States.] 

STATEMENT  OF  CASE. 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the  Committee 
on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the  14th  day  of  May,  1902.  The 
case  was  brought  to  a  hearing  on  its  merits  on  the  10th  day  of  February,  1908. 

C.  D.  Pennebaker,  esq.,  appeared  for  the  claimant,  and  the  Attorney-General, 
by  Greoige  M.  Anderson,  esq.,  his  assistant  and  under  his  direction,  appeared  for 
the  defense  and  the  protection  of  the  interests  of  the  United  States. 

The  claimant  in  her  petition  makes  substantial! v  the  following  allegations: 

1.  That  she  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  and  resident  of  the  county  of  Menard, 
in  the  State  of  Illinois,  and  is  the  widow  of  Pleasent  S.  Scott,  deceased. 

2.  That  said  Pleasant  S.  Scott,  being  the  captain  of  Company  £,  Eighty-fifth 
Regiment  Illinois  Volunteer  Infantry,  was  duly  appointed  or  commissioned  by  the 
govemor  of  the  State  of  Illinois  as  major  thereof  on  May  19,  1865;  and  that  from  and 
after  said  date  the  said  Pleasant  S.  Scott  assumed  and  performed  all  the  duties  of  his 
said  grade  until  June  19,  1865,  when  he  was  mustered  out  as  captain;  said  regiment 
was  continuously  below  the  minimum  number  prescribed  by  law  and  regiuation. 
and  Ux  this  reason,  and  no  other,  said  Pleasant  S.  Scott  was  refused  muster  ana 
leoQipiition  in  the  grade  of  major  during  said  period. 


MAST    L.    BOOTP. 


3.  That  during  said  period  the  eaid  Pleiumnt  S.  Bcott  was  allowed  and  paid  i 
the  pay  and  atlowancee  of  a  raptain  in  coniDiandfaJ though  hewa^  in  the continiK^us 
performance  of  tbt^  duties  of  m^jor. 

Upon  the  reports  fumieh<^d  by  the  War  and  Treasury  Departments  and  upon  olhet 
evidteoce  and  upon  briels  and  argumenis  of  counsel  the  court  makes  the  foUowiDg 

FINDIN08   OF   FAOT. 

I.  Bfary  L»  6cott,  widow  of  Pleasant  S.  Scott ^  deceased ^  the  claimant  in  thij  ca^, 
la  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  and  resident  of  the  county  of  Menard^  in  the  State 
of  Illinoia, 

II.  On  May  19,  1865,  Pleofisint  S.  Scott  was  captain  ol  Company  E,  Eighty-fifth 
E^ment  Illinois  Volunteer  Infantry.  On  that  date  and  until  ne  was  mustered  out 
of  the  eervice^  to  wit,  on  June  19,  1805,  the  same  waa  and  continued  to  be  below  the 
minimum  number  preacribed  by  Gent^ral  Ordere,  No.  182^  of  the  War  Department, 
of  June  20, 1863,  carrying  into  effect  section  20  of  the  act  of  Congreae  approved  March  3, 
1863  (12  Stat.  L.,  p.  734). 

The  major  of  said  Eighty-fifth  Regiment  Illinoia  Volunteer  Infantry  heing  then  and 
thereafter  out  of  ^rvice  in  said  grade ^  the  duti^  of  tiiiijor  devolved  upon  said  Flea^nt 
S.  Scott,  who  then  and  thereafter  assumed  and  performed  all  the  dutiea  of  major  of 
said  Eighty-fifth  Repment  Ulinoie  Volunteer  Infantry; 

The  governor  of  the  State  of  IllinoiH  also  issued  to  eaid  Pleasant  S*  Scott  a  com- 
misflion  aa  major  of  the  Eighty*fifth  Rt^giment  Illinob  Volunteer  Infantry. 

III.  On  the  said  May  19,  1865,  the  mustering  officer  then  and  thereafter  refused  to 
muster  the  said  Pleasant  S.  Scott  as  major  of  eaid  Eighty- fifth  Regiment  Illinoia  Vol- 
unteer Infantry  solfly  because  hia  command  was  below  Ita  minimum  strength,  as 
aforesaid,  although  he  continued  to  perform  the  duties  of  major  until  he  was  mustered 
oat  of  the  service  aa  captain,  June  19,  18fl5. 

rV,  If  the  said  Pleasant  S.  Scott  should  be  deemed  major  of  tlie  Eighty-fifth  Regi- 
ment Illinoia  Vuluoteer  Infantry  and  entitled  to  the  pay  of  that  grade,  the  differ- 
ence between  his  pay  and  aUowancea  as  a  captain  with  one  servant,  which  he  has 
recaived,  and  that  ol  a  major*  Vo  which  he  would  have  been  entitled  had  he  heen 
mustered  from  the  period  iTom  May  19,  IS66,  to  June  19,  1865,  would  amount  to 
lixtv-seven  dollars  and  seventy ^aeven  centa  {$67.77),  as  reported  by  the  Auditor  for 
the  NVar  Department,  including  a  abort  payment  of  137.41,  ^^EH 

Filed  February  10,  1908.  ^Hi 

A  true  copy  of  the  findings  of  fact  as  filed  by  the  court, 

Teet  thia  13th  day  of  February,  1908, 

[seal.]  John  Randolph, 

Aaaistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims, 


60th  Congress,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  (  Document 
1st  Session.      \  1    No.  678. 


ABBT  C.  MoNETT, 


lATTBB  FROM  THB  ASSISTANT  OLBBK  OF  THE  OOUBT  OF  CLAIMS 
TBANSKITTINa  A  COPY  OF  THB  FINDINaS  FILED  BY  THE  COTJBT 
JH  THB  CASE  OF  ABBY  C.  McNETT,  WIDOW  OF  ANDBEW  J.  McNETT, 
DBOBASBD,  AGAINST  THB  UNITED  STATES. 


FsBBUABT  14,  1908. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to*  be 

printed. 


CouBT  OF  Claims^  Clebk's  Oppioe, 

Washington,  February  13, 1908. 
•  Sib:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court  I  transmit  herewith  a  certi- 
fied copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War 
Claims,  House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883, 
known  as  the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Cleric  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

SpeaJcer  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


ICoart  of  Clatiiia.    Congmdoiial,  No.  121M-1».    Abby  a  MoNett,  widow  of  Andrsw  J.  lCoN«tlt 
d«oeaMd,  V,  The  United  BUtm.] 

STATBMBNT  GW  CABB. 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the  Committee 
on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the  27th  day  of  March,  1906.  The 
case  was  brought  to  a  hearing  on  its  merit  on  the  10th  day  of  February,  1908. 

C.  D.  Pennebaker,  esq.,  appeared  for  the  claimant,  and  the  Attorney-General,  by 
George  M.  Anderson,  esq.,  nis  assistant  and  under  nis  direction,  appeared  for  the 
defense  and  the  protection  of  the  interests  of  the  United  States. 

The  claimant  in  her  petition  makes  substantially  the  following  allegations: 

1.  That  she  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  and  resident  of  Uie  counly  of  Allegany 
in  the  State  of  New  York  and  is  the  widow  of  Andrew  J.  McNett,  deceased. 

2.  The  Ueutenant-colonel  One  hundred  and  forty-first  New  York  Volunteer  In&n- 
try  was  dismissed  from  the  service  October  19, 1S63,  and  the  colonel  of  said  regiment 
was  killed  July  20, 1864.  To  fill  those  vacancies  Andrew  J.  McNett  was  commissioned 
by  the  governor  of  the  State  of  New  York  as  lieutenant-colonel  One  hundred  and  forty- 
fint  New  York  Volunteers,  October  20, 1863 ,  and  as  colonel  of  same  regiment  July  20, 1864: 
and  that  from  and  after  said  dates  the  said  Andrew  J.  McNett  assumed  and  performea 
all  the  duties  of  his  said  grades,  but  as  said  regiment  was  continuously  below  the  mini- 
mum number  prescribed  by  the  law  and  regulation,  for  this  reason,  and  no  other,  said 
Andrew  J.  McNett  was  refused  muster  and  recognition  in  the  grade  of  lieutenant-col- 
onel prior  to  February  13, 1864,  and  was  never  recognized  as  colonel.  He  was  mustered 
out  as  lieatenant-colonel  June  26, 1865. 


3.  That  during  the  period  from  October  20 *  1S63*  and  Febniary  12, 1864,  laid  Andrew 
J*  McNett  waa  paid  notbing,  and  during  tie  period  from  July  21 ,  1&64,  to  June  2tt»  1865, 
he  waa  allowed  only  the  pay  and  allowances  of  a  lieutenant-colonel^  although  he  wa«  in 
the  continucms  pertormance  of  Ibe  duties  of  colonel*  in  comnaand  of  the  regiment. 

Upon  the  reporJB  furnished  by  the  War  and  Treaflury  Departmentfi  and  upom  other 
evidence  and  the  rep^irt  of  it©  Auditor  the  court  makes  the  followiiiig 

FI>mtNaS   OF  WAXTT. 

L  Abby  C.  MeNett,  the  claimant  of  thie  case,  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  and 
resideiit  of  the  county  of  Allegaiiy  in  the  State  of  New  York. 

II.  The  governor  of  the  Stale  of  New  York  iasued  to  said  Andrew  J.  MrNett  a  cod- 
missit>n  ae  lieutenant-colonel  October  19*  lStl3t  One  hundred  and  forty-firet  Retgiment 
New  York  Volimteer  Infantry,  and  as  colonel  July  20,  1864. 

T  T.  On  the  said  dates  the  mustering  ofBf*er  then  and  thereafter  rrfused  to  muitir 
the  ii^d  Andrew  J.  Mc^ett  aa  lieu  tenant-colon  el  and  colonel  of  i&id  One  hundred 
and  forty- first  Regiment  of  New  York  Volunteer  Inbntr>%  solely  because  his  com- 
mand was  below  its  minimum  strength,  bb  aforeaaiU.  although  he  conttDued  to  per- 
form the  duties  of  eaid  gmdes  until  he  was  mustered  into  the  service  as  lieuteuanl- 
cojpnel  Febniary  13^  li^'i^  and  was  mu^si^^red  out  as  lieutenant-colonel  June  26^  1M5, 

TV.  If  the  said  Andfcw  J.  McNett  should  be  deemed  lieutenant-colonel  and  coloneJ 
One  hundred  and  forty- Gi^t  Regiment  of  New  York  Volunteer  Infantry  and  entitled 
to  the  jiay  of  said  grades  tlie  amount  due  aa  reported  by  the  auditcnr  for  the  War  Depart- 
mejit  IB  stated  ae  follows: 

Ifieutenant-coloners  pav  and  pubaiatence,  October  20,  1863,  to  February 

12,1864.. , ..,,., , HT5.SS 

Difference  between  colonePs  and  lieutenant -coin  ners  pay  and  subsistence 
from  July  21,  18tJ4,  to  June  26,  18^.  dateof  dischar^. _,     ^l.tO 

Difference  between  colonel's  and  lieutenant-coloneVs  three  months'  extra 
pay,  act  March  3,  1865 ,..-.. 4hM 

Dmerence  between  coloneFs  and  lieutenant-coloneFe  travel  aUowancea. . . , ,        2*M 

Tot^  due  clainmnti  eight  hundred  and  sixteen  dollars  and  seventy* 
seven  centfl ,,<„ ,»,,„,, .,..^ ..,     816.71 

Filed  February  10,  1008. 

A  true  copy  of  the  findini^  of  fact  as  filed  by  the  court. 

Test  this  laih  day  of  February,  1908. 

[seal.]  Josm  Rakroi^b, 

_  ^— —       AMiittaTit  Clerk  OmH  qf  <%i»i.    " 

O 


60thC!ohgbe8S,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  (Document 
Iti  Seman.      J  \   No.  679. 


PARIS  P.  HENDERSON. 


XJBTTBB  mOX  THB  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THB  OOUBT  OF  CLAIMS 
TRAVSMITTINa  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  j  FILED  BY  THE  COintT 
nr  THB  OASB  OF  PABIS  P.  HBNDEBSON  AGAINST  THE  UNITED 
STATES. 


FiBBUABT  14,  1908. — ^Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Clauns  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

Washington^  February  IS,  1908. 
Snt:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court,  I  transmit  herewith  a 
certified  copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War 
Gaims,  House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883, 
known  as  the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claima. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Court  of  CUims.    Congressional,  No.  12640-8.    Paris  P.  Henderson  v.  The  United  Statei .] 
STATEMENT  OF  CASE. 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the  Committee 
on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the  16th  day  of  June,  1906.  The 
case  was  broiight  to  a  hearing  on  its  merits  on  the  10th  day  of  February,  1908. 

C.  D.  Pennebaker,  esq.,  appeared  for  the  claimant,  and  the  Attorney-General,  by 
Geotge  M.  Anderson,  esq.,  his  assistant,  and  under  his  direction,  appeared  for  the 
defense  and  the  protection  of  the  interests  of  the  United  States. 

The  claimant  m  his  petition  makes  substantially  the  following  allegations: 

1.  That  he  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  and  resident  in  the  county  of  Warren,  in 
the  State  of  Iowa. 

2.  That  he,  being  the  lieutenant-colonel  Tenth  Regiment  Iowa  Volunteer  Infantry, 
was  duly  appointed  or  commissioned  by  the  governor  of  the  State  of  Iowa  as  colonel 
thereof  on  August  20, 1863,  and  that  from  and  mor  said  date  he  assumed  and  performed 
all  the  duties  of  his  said  grade  until  December  19,  1864,  when  he  was  mustered  out  as 
lieutenant-colonel:  said  re^ment  was  continuously  below  the  minimum  number  pre- 
scribed by  law  ana  regulation,  and  for  this  reason,  and  no  other,  he  was  refused  muster 
and  recognition  in  the  grade  of  colonel  during  said  period. 

3.  That  during  said  period  he  was  allowed  and  paid  only  the  pay  and  allowances  of  a 
lieutenant-colonel,  altnough  he  was  in  the  contmuous  performance  of  the  duties  of 
coloii^. 


Upon  the  reports  fumishGd  by  the  War  and  Treajsmy  Departments,  and  upcpn  c^llter 
evidence,  and  upon  bhejs  and  aT;guineiita  ol  coausel,  the  court  makfis  thd  £oUoii  ~ 

TLRmUQa  OF  FACT. 

T,  PariB  P.  Kenderson,  the  claim  ant  in  this  caae^  is  a  dtixea  of  the  TJnited  &UU« 
and  rei»ic!ent  in  the  county  of  Warreu,  in  the  State  of  lowa^ 

II «  On  October  20,  18^,  the  fi&ic)  Paris  F.  Hendersoa  was  Ueutenant'coiotiel  of 
Tenth  Regiment  Iowa  Volunteer  Infantrj".  On  that  dater  and  until  he  wfts  mustefed 
out  of  the  servicer  to  wit,  on  December  19,  1864,  the  aame  waa  and  continued  to  be 
below  the  minim nm  number  prescribed  by  General  Ordere^  No*  1S2,  of  the  War 
Departmentj  of  June  20,  1863,  carry bg  intfj  effect  section  20  of  tJie  act  of  CoDsreei 
approved  March  3.  1863  (12  Stat.  L.,  p.  734). 

The  colonel  of  said  Tenth  Regiment  Iowa  Volunteer  lEifantry  bein^  tlien  aixd  tliero- 
after  out  of  service  in  s^d  grade,  the  duties  of  colonel  devolved  upom  tliia  claMninls 
who  then  and  thereafter  assumed  and  performed  aU  the  duties  of  coWel  of  sad  Tenth 
R^ment  Iowa  Volunteer  Infantry. 

The  ^vemor  of  the  State  of  Iowa  abo  ismied  to  thie  claimant  a  commission  jie  colao^ 
Tenth  Regiment  Iowa  Volunteer  Infantry, 

II L  On  the  said  October  20,  1863,  the  mustering  officer  then  and  thereafter  tclus^ 
to  muetef  this  claimant  as  colonel  of  iaid  Tenth  R^^iment  Iowa  Volui^teer  In^ntiT* 
eolely  becau^  his  command  was  helo^w  ita  minimum  etrragth.  m  afore'sajd,  altbciurii 
be  continued  to  perfonn  the  dntiM  of  eolonel  until  he  waa  muitei^  out  of  tE» 
service  as  lieutenant-colonel  December  19,  1864. 

IV.  If  the  aaid  Faiis  P.  Henderw>n  ihoidd  be  deemed  colonel  of  the  Tentli  Eifri- 
ment  Iowa  Volunteer  Infantry  and  entitled  to  the  pay  of  that  mde,  the  di0ere&c« 
betw^n  hia  pa v  and  allowances  as  a  lieutenant-colonel,  whicb  he  ha^  recedved^  aiMi 
that  of  a  colonel,  to  which  he  would  have  been  entitleti  had  he  been  must^ted  fortbe 
period  from  October  2€,  1863,  to  t^c^mber  19,  I8»>t,  would  amount  to  three  Imddivd 
and  ninety- two  dollars  and  nine  cents  (13^2.09) „  as  reportod  by  the  Auditor  for  ths 
Wv^  Department,  including  a  abort  payment  of  $32-49- 

Filed  Februaiy  10,  19<B. 

A  true  copy  of  the  findings  of  fad  35  &l«d  by  the  court. 

Teet  this  13th  day  of  February,  1908, 


[amAu] 


1 


60thConobe88,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES,  j  Document 
l9i  Session.      )  (   No.  680. 


HENRY  DAVIS. 


UBTTBB  FROM  THB  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  OOUBT  OF  CLAIMS 
TBANSHITTINa  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  COTJBT 
IH  THB  CASE  OF  HENBY  DAVIS  AGAINST  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


FiBBUABT  14, 1908.— Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Oppicb, 

Washington,  February  IS,  1908. 
Snt:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court,  I  transmit  herewith  a 
certified  copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War 
Claims,  House  of  Representatives,  imder  the  act  of  March  3,  1883, 
known  as  the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  ClerJc  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[poort  of  CUImB.    Congressional,  No.  9299.    Henry  Davis  v.  The  United  States.] 

This  case  being  a  claim  for  supplies  or  stores  alleged  to  have  been  taken  by  or  fur- 
nished to  the  military  forces  of  the  Ilnited  States  for  tneir  use  during  the  late  war  for  the 
Boppreflsion  of  the  rebellion,  the  court,  on  a  preliminary  inquiry,  finds  that  Henry 
Davis,  the  person  alleged  to  have  furnished  such  supplies  or  stores,  or  from  whom  the 
the  same  are  alleged  to  have  been  taken,  was  loyal  to  the  Grovemment  of  the  United 
States  throughout  said  war. 

By  THB  Court. 

Filed  January  13, 1908. 

[Court  of  Claims.    Congressional  case  No.  9299.    Henry  Davis  v.  The  United  States.] 
STATEMENT  OF  CASE. 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  for  supplies  or  stores  alleged  to  have  been 
tmken  by  or  furnished  to  tiie  militarv  forces  of  the  United  States  for  their  use  during 
the  late  war  for  the  suppression  of  the  rebellion,  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the 
G<Hnmittee  on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the  26th  day  ot  Feb- 
ruary, 1895. 

On  a  preliminary  inquiry  the  court,  on  the  13th  day  of  January,  1908,  tound  that 
the  person  alleeed  to  have  furnished  the  supplies  or  stores,  or  trom  whom  they  were 
alleged  to  have  been  taken,  was  loyal  to  the  Government  of  the  United  States  through- 
out said  war.  • 
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HEKBT    DAVIS. 


The  case  was  brought  to  a  hearing  on  ita  merits  on  the  3d  day  of  Febroafy,  1906. 

Moyers  &  Conaaul  appeared  for  clftimantT  and  the  Attomey*General,  by  Cla^k 
Mc Kerch er,  eflq,,  his  a&s instant  and  umler  hie  direction,  appearea  fcr  tht*  def«xa«e  and 
protection  of  the  interests  of  the  United  States- 

The  claimant  in  his  petititm  inakee*  the  following  all^tions: 

That  he  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  Statee,  residing  in  the  county  of  If&dison^  Sute  of 
AlabaJoia;  that  he  resided  in  eaid  county  and  State  dujiug  the  late  civil  war;  that  dur- 
ing said  war  J  to  wit,  in  1863  and  1864,  uie  United  States  military  forces,  under  proper 
authority,  took  from  petitioner  quart ermaeter  ettiree  and  commiaaary  suppliei  of  the 
kinds  and  values  below  stated ,  to  wit: 

IhoTse  and  2  mules. IS25 

1  cow.. - -. ,---. 2& 

Ssowe ,-..-•..-- 30 

Total... -. 310 

The  coujt  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  conddejing  the  biiefa  ftud  argumenti  of 
couned.  upon  both  sides,  niakee  the  following 

FINDING   OP  FACT. 

During  the  late  civil  war  the  military  forcee  of  the  United  States,  by  prt>p€r  author- 
ity, for  the  use  of  the  Army,  took  from  the  claimant  in  Madison  County,  State  of  Ala- 
bama, property  of  the  kind  and  character  described  in  the  petition^  which  at  the  time 
And  place  of  taking  waa  reasonably  worth  the  sum  of  one  hundred  and  thirty-five 
doUara  (|135). 

No  payment  appears  to  have  been  made  therelor. 

Bt  ruM  CocTieT. 

Filed  February  10, 1908. 

A  true  copy. 

Teet  this  12th  day  of  February^  1908- 

[nUl^.]  Jo  EM  BaXPOLPH^ 

Astistani  Clerh  Omrt  qf  daimM, 


I 


n 


eOxHCoNORBSS,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  (Document 
MSemon.     f  ]    No.  681. 


ELUAH  WARREN. 


LBTTEB  FBOM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  COUBT  OF  CLAIMS 
TBANSMTFTINa  A  COFY  OF  THE  FINDINOS  FILED  BY  THE  COITBT 
IN  THE  CASE  OF  ELUAH  WABBEN  AGAINST  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


February  14, 1908. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

WasUngtony  February  IS,  1908. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court,  I  transmit  herewith  a 
certified  copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War 
Claims,  House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883, 
known  as  the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Cleric  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Coart  of  CUklms.    Congressional,  No.  2285.    Elijah  Warren  v.  The  United  States.] 

This  case  being  a  claim  for  supplies  or  stores  alleged  to  have  been  taken  by  or 
famished  to  the  military  forces  of  tne  United  States  for  their  use  during  the  late  war 
for  the  suppression  of  the  rebellion,  the  court,  on  a  preliminarv  inquiry,  finds  that 
Elijah  Warren,  the  person  alleged  to  have  furnished  such  supplies  or  stores,  or  from 
whom  the  same  are  alleged  to  nave  been  taken,  was  loyal  to  tne  Government  of  the 
United  States  throughout  said  war. 

By  the  Court. 

FUed  October,  1893. 


ICoart  of  Claims.    Congressional  case  No.  2285.    Elijah  Warren  v.  The  United  States.) 
STATSMENT  OF  0A8B. 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  for  supplies  or  stores  alleged  to  have  been 
taken  by  or  furnished  to  Hie  military  forces  of  tne  United]  States  for  their  use  during 
the  late  war  for  the  suppression  of  tne  rebellion  was  transmitted  to  l^e  court  by  the 
Committee  on  War  Claims,  House  of  Representatives,  on  the  14th  day  of  February 

looo. 

On  a  preliminary  inauiry  the  court,  on  the  23d  day  of  October,  1893,  found  that  the 
person  alleged  to  have  nimishcd  the  supplies  or  stores,  or  from  whom  they  were  alleged 
to  have  been  taken,  was  loyal  to  the  Government  of  the  United  States  throughout  said 


ELIJAH    WABBEN. 


The  cm  wtM  Imiglit  to  a  bearing  on  ita  merits  on  the  3d  day  of  Febnjaiy ,  t90^, 

Bimdenbutg  dk  Brandenburg  appeared  fi>r  datmaiU,  and  tbe  Attomey-Genieral,  by 
M«  L.  Blake,  esq.,  hij^  aflebtant  and  under  hid  direction ,  appeal^  for  the  dc^rnee 
and  protection  oi  the  interests  of  the  Uaited  Stales. 

Tho  claimant  in  his  petition  makes  the  following  aJlegations : 

That  during  the  said  war  be  vaa  a  i^ident  of  Green  Cmiiity,  Stale  of  Kentucky, 
and  was  the  owner  and  pooPOOBor  in  said  State  and  oounty  of  certain  quan<frm^tcr 
storei^  and  commissary  supplies  which  in  the  fait  of  1862  and  the  ^ring  of  ISfiS  weni 
petted  and  appropriated  to  the  ubq  of  the  military  forcei?^  of  the  Unit^  Stalea  llieii 
stationed  and  operating  in  naid  locality,  according  to  the  following  bill  of  i 


Ibay  boffie , - , $]3g 

1  brown  horse- ,._,,.. ,„.*     t3S 


Total. 


The  court,  upon  the  evidence  and  after  the  conpt deration  of-  brieb  and  aft«r 
aigumenta  of  the  respective  counisel,  makes  the  following 

FIKDJNG    OF   FACT. 

During  the  late  civil  war  the  military  forces  of  the  United  States,  t>y  proper  auUtotrtty, 
for  the  ujse  of  the  Army,  took  from  claimant  in  Green  County,  State  of  Keotuckv 
'  of  the  kind  and  character  described  in  the  petition,  which  at  the  time  and 


place  of  taking  was  reasonably  worth  the  sum  of  one  hundred  and  eeventy-flv^  4o|]an 


(1175). 
No  payment  appears  to  have  been  made  therefor* 

FQed  February  10,  1908. 

A  true  copy. 

Teit  thia  L2th  day  of  F«bruary^  imS, 


Bx  TBM.  Copvr* 


JoBK  Randolph, 
AivUtsni  Clerk  Couft  qf  VtaimM* 


60th  Congress,  I  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  \  DoomfBNT 
1st  Session.      )  (     No.  689. 


ELIJAH  B.  HAMMONTREE,  ADMINISTRATOR. 


LBTTBB  FROM  THE  ASSISTANT  OLERK  OF  THE  OOTJBT  OF  CUklMS 
T&ANSMITTINa  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGH3  FILED  BY  THE  COUBT 
IH  THE  CASE  OF  ELUAH  B.  HAMMONTBEE,  ADMINIST&ATOB  OF 
JOHN  HAKMONTBEE,  AGAINST  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


Fkbsuart  18, 1908.— Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  op  Claims,  Clerk's  Offioe, 

Washington^  F^)Tuary  16^  1908. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court  I  transmit  herewith*a  cer- 
tified copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  ca^e  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War  Claims 
of  the  House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  8,  1888, 
known  as  the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Represe^itatives. 


[Court  of  CUisu.    Oongreflsional,  No.  6216.    Estate  of  John  Hammontree,  deoeaaed,  v.  The  United 

States.] 

This  case,  bein^r  a  claim  for  supplies  or  stores  alleged  to  have  been  taken  by  or  fur- 
nished to  the  military  forces  of  tne  United  States  for  their  use  during  the  late  war  for 
the  suppression  of  the  rebellion,  the  court,  on  a  preliminary  inquiry,  finds  that  John 
Hammontree,  deceased,  the  person  alleged  to  have  furnished  such  supplies  or  stores, 
or  from  whom  the  same  are  alleged  to  have  been  taken,  was  loyal  to  tne  Government 
of  the  United  States  throughout  said  war. 

Bt  the  Coubt. 

Filed  January  29, 1906. 


[Court  of  Clalma.    Congreerional  case  No.  5216.    Elijah  B.  Hammontree,  adminlitrator  of  eftats  of 
John  Hammontree,  deceased,  v.  The  United  States.] 

flTATBMBNT  OF  CASS. 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  for  supplies  or  stores  alleged  to  have  been 
taken  by  or  furnished  to  the  military  forces  of  the  United  States  for  their  use  during 
the  late  war  for  the  suppression  of  the  rebellion,  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the 
Committee  on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  BepreeentativeB  on  the  10th  day  of  July, 
188S. 


HAMMONTRES- 

On  a  prelim inary  inquiry  the  ronrt,  on  the  2tttti  day  of  January ^  1906,  foimd  tlast 
Uie  ]>en*oti  allej^ed  to  bave  furnished  the  soppUea  or  gtorea  or  from  whom  thej  w^re 
alleged  to  havii  \yee.n  taken,  was  loyal  to  the  Goveraroent  o(  the  Uiiited  Strntee 
throaghout  ^id  war. 

The  caae  was  brought  to  a  heariog  on  its  merits  on  the  1 5th  day  of  Januarr,  1906. 

William  E.  Eichardson,  esq.,  appeared  for  claimant^  and  the  Attoniey-GeueriilT  by 
Frederick  DeC*  Faii.^t,  esq,,  hie  ais&istant,  and  under  his  directiotiT  apjiiared  for  th« 
defense  and  prot&(*tio»  of  the  inieresta  of  the  United  States. 

The  claimant  in  hie  petition  makea  the  foLlovviiig  ailegaiians: 

That  during  the  eivit  war  the  following  properly  was  taken  from  aaid  <le^^ent  hf 
ftnd  for  the  U3e  of  the  United  States  Amiy,  said  property  being  at  the  tiwae  on  thm 
farm  of  the  decedent  near  Harrison ville,  Case  County,  Mo, : 

On  June  30»  1861^  by  CoL  Robert  Mitchell,  Beeond  Kansas  Oavaliy — 

12  oonis  of  oak  wood * * ^-.. ,*  $IS 

60  biiphels  of  corn ,,,,,,.,,,.,.,,*-,-,*,,,,..,»,,,,,,,,*,,,,.,,.,,.  7S 

2  tons  of  timothy  hay , .___ - .,___.-.,. ^,.  40 

On  November  2^  1862^  by  Colonel  Oatherwood^  Sixth  Oivalry,  Miasotm  State 
Militia— 

1,000  buflhels of  corn.., __.„„„ ._, ....„„-.„-.,.  1,000 

7  tona  of  timothy  hay.. *^ _.__**        84 

Total, — ,- -- ,,- .-,-,  l,Sf7 

That  decedent  presented  this  claim  in  the  amounts  and  items  above  stated  to  the 

Quartemia^ter'tjenersl  under  the  act  of  July  4,  T864,  with  proofs  of  hi^  loyalty  and 
of  the  taking  of  hi§  property ,  but  said  eiaim  waa  disallowed  for  the  alleged  neadMiti 
that  proof  of  its  justice  wa»  not  made;  that  no  part  of  said  cJaim  bad  evetr  hee« 
as&igriedj  transferred,  or  liquidated. 

That  throughout  the  civil  war  John  H  amnion  tree,  the  det^-edent,  was  a  re^detit 
tof  Ca^  Cbunty,  Mo.  \  tlmt  he  was  in  the  service  of  the  United  States  bm  a  tnember 
of  the  Missouri  State  Militia,  and  throughout  said  war  remained  loyal  to  the 
Goverument  of  the  Unit^^l  Stat*e«, 

That  petitioner  is  a  resident  of  ilarri8on%'iUe»  Caai  County^  Mo.^  and  ie  the  admm- 
iitrator  of  the  estate  of  said  John^  Hammontree,  deceased. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence  and  after  con^dering  the  biieCB  and  arguoieot  of 
ooonsel  on  both  sidee^  makes  the  following 

FINDING   OF   FACT. 

There  was  taken  from  the  claimant's  decedent  in  Casa  Coanty,  Mo»,  duriiig  Xbm 
late  civil  war  by  the  military  forces  of  the  United  States,  by  proper  authority,  for 
the  uhe  of  the  Army,  property  of  the  kind  and  clmracier  atwVe  fle^Hlietl,  whirh  at 
the  time  and  place  of  taking  waa  reasonably  worth  the  sum  of  four  hundred  and 
twenty-five  dollars  ($425). 

No  payment  appears  to  have  been  made  therefor, 

Bt  thm  Goubt. 

Filed  February  3,  1908. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  14th  day  of  February,  1908. 

[sBAL.]  John  Randolph, 

AssiUarU  Clerk  Court  of  Claims, 


1 


I 


I 


eOiHCioHGBEM, )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  JDoouBiBirr 
1st  SeMton.      I  1  No.  690. 


PLYMOUTH  FRAZIER,  JR.,  ADMINISTRATOR. 


LBTTSB  FBOM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  OOUBT  OF  OLAHOI 
T&ANSMITTIKO  A  OOPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  OOXJBT 
IN  THE  0A8E  OF  PLYMOUTH  FEAZIEB,  JB.,  ADMINI8T&AT0B  OF 
PLYMOUTH  FBAZIEB^  SB.,  AGAINST  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


Fbbbuabt  18^  1908.— Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to 

be  printed. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

Washington^  F^ymary  16^  1908. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court,  I  transmit  herewith  a  cer- 
tified copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War  Claims, 
House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  8,  1883,  known  as 
the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph^ 
Aadatant  Clerk  Cov/rt  of  dtams. 
Hon.  Joseph  6.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Bepresentatwes. 


[Court  of  ClaimB.    Plymouth  Frazier,  sr.,  v.  The  United  States.    Congrewlonal,  No.  12888.] 

This  case  being  a  claim  for  supplies  or  stores  alleged  to  have  been  taken  by  or 
famiflhed  to  the  military  forces  of  the  United  States  for  their  nae  during  the  late 
war  for  the  suppression  of  the  rebellion,  the  court,  on  a  preliminary  inquiry,  finds 
that  Plymouth  Frazier,  sr.,  the  person  allefi:ed  to  have  furnished  such  supplies  or 
9tor^  or  from  whom  the  same  are  allegea  to  have  been  ti^en,  was  loyal  to  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  throughout  said  war. 

Bt  thb  Coubt. 

FUed  October  22,  1906. 


[Oouit  of  Claima.    ConfreasioiuU  case  No.  12886.    Plymouth  Frazier,  Jr.,  administrator  of  Plymoath 
Frader,  ar.,  deceased,  v.  The  United  Stotea.] 

STATBMBNT  OF  CASB. 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  for  supplies  or  stores  alleged  to  have  been 
taken  by  or  furnished  to  the  militarv  forces  of  the  United  States  for  their  use  during 
the  late  war  for  the  suj^pression  of  the  rebellion  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the 
Committee  on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Bepresentatives  on  the  16th  day  of  June, 
1906. 


PliTMODTH    FSAKTEB,    ra. 

On  a  preliminary  inquiry  the  court,  on  the  22d  day  of  October,  1906,  foojsd  that 

the  person  aUejCfed  to  have  fornighed  the  eupplie-e  or  store6|  or  from  whom  they  were 
alleged  to  have  been  taken,  was  loyal  to  the  Govemrnent  of  the  United  States 
thniughout  said  war. 

The  case  waa  brought  to  a  hearing  on  it^  merits  on  the  3d  day  of  Febroary,  1908. 

Ralston  &  Si *1  dona,  eeqe,,  appeared  for  claimant,  and  the  Attomey-Cj«neralj  by 
George  E.  Boren,  esq.,  his  aesi^tant  and  under  hi§  direction,  appeared  for  the  defense 
and  protection  of  the  interests  of  the  Unit**d  States. 

The  elaimant  in  his  petition  makea  the  following  allegations: 

That  the  petitioner  is  the  adndnistrator  of  the  estate  of  Plymoutb  Frasier,  ar., 
decreased;  that  during  the  civil  war  said  decedent  resided  in  Liberty  Coontj^  G&, 
and  remained  loyal  to  the  Government  of  the  United  Btatesi. 

That  during  said  war^  in  the  month  of  Dc^eemberf  18^,  at  or  near  the  Iowd  oI 

Midway^  in  sind  S^tate  and  oounty^  United  State!;'  foree^,  Imlug  of  General  Kilpatrick^t 

[command  of  Sherman^a  army,  took  fmm  said  decedent,  for  the  ufl*^  of  ftaid  sroiy  foir 

tnilitary  purposes^  the  foil  owing  stores  and  sappLieSf  for  which  no  payment  mifi  made 

or  vouchera  or  receipts  given: 

A  chestnut  mare  .*..,,..-. ,,-. ,.  $150.00 

A  bnggy  and  harness ._,. .-,,^._..-, ,,.  85. €0 

10  bogs - _ „,___..--.._._  40.00 

25  hives  of  honey  _,_ --.- , , , 50.00 

IjOlO  head  of  poultry , , ,,  55.00 

20  bushels  of  corn  „' .,., , ,, 20.00 

16  dozen  ^?gp ,,,,._,  5.50 

5  bushels  of  salt  .,..* ., - *..^-._ 10.  OO 

Lot  of  kitchen  furniture _,, ,„ .****,....,*.* _.  1**.  40 

Lot  of  be<3ding _ _ .,..  134.00 

That  decedent  presented  to  the  Oommissioner^  of  Claims,  under  the  act  of  ^larcii 
3,  1871,  a  claim  for  tfie  value  of  gaid  etores  and  supplies,  whii  h  i;lalm  waa  di^lkiw^ 
for  the  alleged  reason  that  the  evidence  did  not  eatablii^b  the  title  of  the  **l]^im^tit  to 
eaid  property. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence  and  after  consider mg  the  briefs  and  aignmefilai  ol 
^onael  o^  both  mdes^  mflkee  the  following 

FINDUfG   OF  FACT. 

During^  the  late  civil  war,  in  the  month  of  Dei^mber,  1864,  the  military  kyn^m  of 
the  United  States,  by  proper  authority,  for  the  use  of  the  Army,  took  irom  clftim- 
an t^s  decedent,  at  or  near  Midway,  Xjit>erty  County,  Ga.,  prof>erty  ol  the  Idad  tod 
character  def^cribed  in  the  petition  (excepting  the  honey,  poultry,  and  cffii),  irliicli 
was  then  and  there  reasonably  worth  the  eum  of  one  hundred  ana  ten  dollana  (fllOh 
no  imrt  of  which  appears  to  have  boen  paid. 

The  honey,  poultry,  and  eg^  referred  to  in  the  petition  were  taken  by  way  of 
depredation,  and  no  allowance  is  made  therefor. 

By  the  CJoubt. 

Filed  February  10,  1908. 

A  true  copy : 

Test  this  14th  day  of  February,  1908. 

[seal.]  John  Randolph, 

AsHsUmt  Clerk  Court  of  Ctount. 

o 


eOTHCioNOBBSS, )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  J  Document 
l9t  SewUm.     J  (    No.  691. 


JAMES  F.  HICKS,  ADMINISTRATOR. 


LBTTIEB  FBOM  THE  ASSISTANT  CTLERK  OF  THE  COTJBT  OF  CLAIMS 
T&ANSMITTING  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  COXJBT 
nr  THE  CASE  OF  JAMES  F.  HICKS,  ADMINISTRATOR  OF  TiAHinN 
OLABX,  DECEASED,  AGAINST  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


FiBBUABT  18,  1908.— Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  of  Cukms,  Clerk's  Office, 

Wash'mgton^  February  16^  1908. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court  I  transmit  herewith  a  certi- 
fied copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause,  which 
case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  resolution  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, under  the  act  of  March  3, 1887,  known  as  the  Tucker  Act 
I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Jc  SE  *H  G.  Cannon, 

SpK  a.  er  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


COoiDt  off  Claims.    CongrenioiuU,  No.  12186.    James  F.  Hicks,  adminiitrator  of  Larkin  Clark, 
deceased,  v.  The  United  SUtes.] 


STATEMENT  OF  CASE. 


This  is  a  claim  for  stores  and  supplies  taken  by  the  United  States  Army  daring 
the  war  for  the  suppression  of  the  rebellion. 

On  the  31st  dav  of  March,  1906,  the  House  of  Representatives  referred  to  the 
coart  a  bill  in  the  following  words: 

"  [H.  R.  18462,  Fifty-ninth  Congress,  Flnt  seaion.] 

**A  BILL  For  the  relief  of  the  heiis  of  Larkin  Clark,  deceased. 

"B«  «  enaded  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Repretentatives  of  the  United  States  of  Amer^ 
tea  tn  Congress  assembledy  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be,  and  is  hereby, 
directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  to 
the  hein  of^  Larkin  Clark,  late  of  Hart  County,  Georgia,  the  sum  ot  two  hundred 
and  twenty-six  dollars  and  eighty  cents,  in  full  compensation  for  stores  and  suppliee 
taken  from  said  decedent  for  me  use  of  the  Federal  Army  during  the  civil  war.'' 

The  claimant  appeared  in  this  court  on  the  9th  day  of  July,  1906,  and  filed  a 
petition  in  which  it  is  substantially  averred  that: 

Doring  the  war  for  the  suppression  of  the  rebellion  the  decedent  remained  loyal 
to  the  Goyemment  of  the  Umted  States  and  gave  no  aid  or  comfort  to  the  rebeUioa. 


JAHEB   F.    HIOEB. 

TbJit  dmiDg  said  war,  at  the  decedenf  s  reddence  m  Hajrt  Coimtr,  Ga.,  th^sr^  wjtg 
taken  from  said  decedent  for  the  use  of  the  ruUeii  Stalesi  Army  and  used  for  proper 
military  purposes  the  following  stores  and  supplier: 

660  pounds  of  flour_. _*._.-_ $(5.50 

4  sacki  of  flour ,. ...*_-,. ,..,      2.00 

4<50paundflo£  middling  bacon , , 92,00 

S60  pomida  of  ihouldere  and  hams .*_ - , ,^    &l^dO 

1§  busbeleof  coni„._-.. ,..,.. .,.. _ ,,     22.911 


226.80 


That  eaid  property  wan  tfikeii  by  Capt^  John  E,  WiEliamson,  quartermaster  of  the 

Second  BrtgHdej  Cavalry  IHviaiou,  District  oi  East  Tenneeeee^  iimJ  a  reoei^>t  for  the 
rl»id  property  in  the  amounts  and  valuta  aTjove  set  forth,  sitjued  by  said  WUliamsoa, 
I  was  delivered  to^ald  decedent,  which  receipt  was  afterwar^Js  toimed  over  bv  said  de- 
ce<ieut  to  hia  attorney  for  the  purpfiHe  oi  collet* ting  and  was  after war^ie  loat  by 
said  attorney^  a  O^py  of  the  same  bein^  preserved  and  tiled  as  an  exhibit  to  the 
petition  of  said  dece^lent  to  the  Southern  ClaimB  CominissiioD,  which  said  petitioo 
and  exhibit  are  now  in  the  files  of  this  honorable  court  in  the  present  case. 

That  no  payment  has  been  made  for  said  stores  and  supplies  or  any  part  tlien«oJ. 

That  petit  J  one  lie  presented  to  the  Southern  Claims  GommL^ion  on  July  24,  1871,  a 
claim  for  the  value  of  eaJd  stores  and  supplies  in  the  quantities  and  valueig  abow 
set  forth,  which  said  cMm  was  only  approved,  but  was  not  allowed  hy  said  cnmnjifl- 
sioners  for  the  reason  that  they  were  not  c^nvino^d  from  the  evidence  adduced  tltal 
Baid  decedent  was  loyal  thrr>uj^hoat  the  said  war. 

The  ca^  wae  brought  to  a  hearing  on  loyal  tv  and  merits  on  tbe  3d  d^y  of  Febnary, 
1908. 

Ralston  <&  Siddona  and  Edward  S.  Stew^art,  eeqe.,  appesred  for  the  cJainiaiit^  «fid 
the  Attorney-General,  by  John  Q.  Thompson,  e«q.,  his  ai-!<lstant  and  tinder  lUs  dim©* 
tioii.  appeafe^l  for  the  defeni^e  and  protectii^n  of  the  interests  of  the  rnite*l  i^iJitea 

The  o^urt,  upon  the  evideuce,  and  after  considering  the  brieia  and  argon  ten  tt  of 
counsel  on  botii  aides ,  makes  itie  fcdlowing 

FINDINOS  OF  FACTT, 

I.  Claimant's  decedent,  Larkm  Clark,  m  aa  loyal  to  the  GoTemment  of  the  United 

Statea  throughout  the  late  civil  war. 

Jl.  During  said  period  the  military  forced  of  the  United  States,  by  proper  mntbof- 
ity^  for  the  u&e  of  the  Armv,  took  frooj  daiti>ant*i  de<!edent,  io  Hart  Connty^  Oa,j 
property  of  the  kind  and  cbaracter  descriV^ed  in  the  petition^  which  at  the  time  azid 
plo^L'e  of  taking  was  reasonably  worth  the  eum  of  one  hundt^  and  •isty^^ve  dollafs 
(|Hi5),  tifj  part  of  which  api>ejirs  to  have  f>een  paid. 

III.  Tht::  riaim  hi^ rein  wii?^  ]>ri':^eTi ted  to  the  Southern  Claims  CoiLiiiii:*viiin  in  the 
year  1871,  and  by  said  Commission  disallowed  for  want  of  sufficient  proof  of  the  loy- 
alty of  claimant.  Thereafter  said  claim  was  presented  to  Congress  and  referred  to 
this  court  by  resolution  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  as  hereinbefore  mentioned, 
under  the  provisions  of  the  act  of  March  3,  1887,  known  as  the  Tucker  Act 

Bt  thm  Coubt. 

Filed  February  10,  1908. 

A  true  copy, 

Test  this  14th  day  of  February,  1908. 

[sBAL.]  John  Randolph, 

AtsiMarU  Clerk  (hurt  of  dossig. 

o 


60thCongrbs8,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES,  j  Document 
1st  Session.      J  |  No.  694. 


S.  C.  STEWART,  ADMINISTRATOR. 


LETTEB  FBOM  THE  ASSISTANT  GLEBK  OF  THE  C0X7BT  OF  CLAIMS 
TBANSMITTING  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  C0X7BT 
nr  THE  OASE  OF  S.  C.  STEWART,  ADMINISTRATOR  OF  J.  M. 
OUBBY,  DECEASED,  AGAINST  THE  T7NITED  STATES. 


FiBBUABT  19,  1908.~RefeiTed  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


CouKT  OF  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

Washin^ton^  February  18^  1908. 
Sir:  Pursaant  to  the  order  of  the  court,  I  transmit  herewith  a  certi- 
fied copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  resolution  of  the  House 
of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1887,  known  as  the 
Tucker  Act. 

1  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  JosEFH  6.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


lOcNirt  of  Clalma.    CongroBional,  No.  12286.    8.  C.  Stew&rt,  administrator  of  J.  M.  Curry,  deceased,  v. 

The  United  States.] 

BTATBMBMT  OF  CASK. 

This  ifl  a  daim  for  stores  and  supplies  alleged  to  have  been  furnished  by  claimant's 
intestate,  J.  M.  Curry,  to  the  United  States  Army  during  the  late  civil  war.  On  the 
Slflt  day  of  March,  1906,  the  House  of  Representatives,  by  resolution,  referred  to  the 
ooort,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1SS7,  commonly  known  as  the  Tucker  Act,  a  bill  as 
follows: 

"  [H.  B.  5478,  Fiftf-nlnth  Congress,  first  session.] 
**A  BHiL  Fbr  the  relief  of  S.  C.  Stewart,  administrator  of  the  estate  of  J.  M.  Cvrry,  deceased. 

**BeU  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  Home  of  BepreserUaiives  of  the  United  Stales  of  America 
in  Oongre8$assemlied,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be,  and  he  is  hereby,  directed 
and  authorized  to  pay,  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States  not 
otherwise  appropriated,  to  8.  C.  Stewart,  administrator  of  the  estate  of  Doctor  J.  M. 
Cony,  decc^aedf  late  of  Henry  County,  Georgia,  the  sum  of  six  hundred  and  sixty- 
•eren  doUan,  in  full  compensation  for  stores,  stock,  horses,  and  ea^^\i»&  \ak«^  \s^ 


HENBT    DAVIS. 

Tbe  case  wmi^'EroimEt  to  a  bearing  on  ita  merits  on  the  3d  day  of  Febmary,  1906.. 

Moyera  ^  Consaiil  appeared  for  claim  ant,  and  the  Attomey-tSeTietal,  by  Gkrk 
McKercher,  esq. ^  his  a^^'^istatit  and  pnder  hm  direction,  appeared  for  the  defense  and 
protection  of  the  interests  of  the  United  Htatea* 

Tho  claimant  in  his  petition  makes  the  Id  lowing  auctions: 

That  he  is  a,  citizen  of  the  United  Btatee^  residing  In  the  county  o£  Madison ^  State  of 
Alabama;  that  he  resided  in  said  county  and  Sute  duriiig  the  late  civil  war;  thai  dur- 
ing Bftid  war,  to  wit,  in  1863  and  1804,  mo  United  States  militiiry  forceSj  under  propcF 
authority,  took  from  petitioner  quart emaaster  stores  and  conunissary  suppliea  dL  the 
Mnda  and  values  below  etated,  to  wit: 

1  lione  and  2  niuleo.>... ....^^....... $SS& 

1  cow..-. , -.... ...- , 3& 

Sbowb -,.--- 30 

Total ..„„.-.     380 

l!tie  court  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  considering  the  brieia  and  argumesila  of 
eounael  upon  both  sidee,  makes  the  ful lowing 

nNDXNQ   OF  FACT. 

0urin£  the  latd  ciidl  war  the  military  forces  of  the  United  Stately  by  proper  Author* 
jty,  for  the  use  of  the  Army,  took  from  the  claimant  in  Madison  County,  State  of  Ala- 
bama, property  of  the  kind  and  character  described  in  the  petition «  which  at  the  time 
and  place  of  taking  was  reasonably  worth  the  sum  of  one  hundred  and  thirty-five 
dollars  (1135). 

No  payment  appears  to  have  been  made  therefor. 

Bt  tbm  Ooufi^. 

Filed  February  10, 1908. 


4 


A  true  copy. 

Test  this  12th  day  of  February,  190d. 

(bkalJ 


JoBK  RA2nkOLPe, 


eOTH Congress,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  (Document 
l9t  Session.      )  (    No.  681. 


ELUAH  WARREN. 


LETTEB  FROM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLERK  OF  THE  COTTRT  OF  CLAIMS 
TRANSMrmNO  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  COTTRT 
IN  THE  CASE  OF  ELUAH  WARREN  AGAINST  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


February  14, 1908.— Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

Washington,  February  IS,  1908. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court,  I  transmit  herewith  a 
certified  copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War 
Claims,  House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883, 
known  as  the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Cleric  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Coart  of  CUixns.    CongreuioDal,  No.  2285.    Elijah  Warren  v.  The  United  Statei.] 

This  case  being  a  claim  for  supplies  or  stores  alleged  to  have  been  taken  by  or 
furnished  to  the  military  forces  of  tne  United  States  for  their  use  during  the  late  war 
for  the  suppression  of  tne  rebellion,  the  court,  on  a  preliminary  inquiry,  finds  that 
Elijah  Warren,  the  person  alleeed  to  have  furnished  such  supplies  or  stores,  or  from 
whom  the  same  are  alleged  to  nave  been  taken,  was  loyal  to  tne  Government  of  the 
United  States  throughout  said  war. 

Bt  the  Court. 

FUed  October,  1893. 


IConrt  ol  Glaixns.   OongxeMlonal  case  No.  2286.    Elijah  Warren  t.  The  United  Statei.] 

0TATBMENT  OF  CASS. 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  for  supplies  or  stores  alleged  to  have  been 
taken  by  or  furnished  to  the  militarv  forces  of  tne  United!  States  for  their  use  during 
the  late  war  for  the  suppression  of  tne  rebellion  was  transmitted  to  Uie  court  by  the 
Committee  on  War  Claims,  House  of  Representatives,  on  the  14th  day  of  February 

looo. 

On  a  preliminary  inauiry  the  court,  on  the  23d  day  of  October,  1893,  foimd  that  the 
person  alleged  to  liave  rumished  the  supplies  or  stores,  or  from  whom  they  were  alleged 
to  have  been  taken,  was  loyal  to  the  Government  of  tne  United  States  throughout  said 


The  case  w«s  brought  to  a  hearing  on  its  merits  on  the  3d  day  of  Februaiy,  190S. 

Brandenburg  &  Dmndenbui^  appeared  for  claimant,  and  tie  Attorney-General,  by 
M.  L.  Blake^  em.,  hia  sissiatant  and  under  his  direction,  appeared  for  the  defense 
and  protection  of  the  intereate  of  the  United  States. 

The  claimant  in  his  petition  makes  the  following  allf^tiona: 

That  during  the  saicf  war  he  was  a  resident  of  Green  County,  State  of  Kentucky, 
and  was  the  owner  and  possessor  in  eaid  State  and  county  of  certain  quart^^nnaiter 
etorea  and  commisgary  eup plies  which  in  the  fall  of  1862  aud  the  spring  of  IS^  were 
ieiased  and  appropriated  to  the  ui*e  of  the  military  forces  of  the  Uni ted  States  then 
stationed  and  operating  in  eaid  locality,  according  to  the  following  bill  of  items: 

1  bay  horsie , ,.....,... ..,.,,„. flSS 

1  brown  hoi'se..^ - - .~ ,     135 

Total„....... .,..„. - --.,...„ - 270 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence  and  after  the  consideration  cd*  briefs  and  after  %hm 
aigumenta  of  the  respective  couujsel,  makee  the  foHowing  ^ 

PIN  DIN  O   OF   FACT. 

During  ^e  late  civil  war  the  military  forcefl  of  the  United  States,  by  proper  autbonty^ 
for  the  use  of  the  Army,  took  from  claioiant  in  Green  County,  State  of  Kentucky, 
property  of  the  kind  and  character  described  in  the  petition,  which  oZ  the  tinii*  ajid 
place  of  taking  wa^  reaaonably  worth  the  ^um  of  one  hundred  and  Aeventy-five  dollan 
($175). 

No  payment  appears  to  have  been  made  therefor* 

By  Tus  CouEit, 

Filed  February  10,  1908. 

A  true  copy. 

Teet  this  12th  ^f  of  February,  1908, 

JMUiant  Cl^k  Court  qf  Ciormf, 

o 


I 


60th  Congress,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES,  j  Document 
1st  Session,      f  (     No.  689. 


ELIJAH  B.  HAMMONTREE,  ADMINISTRATOR. 


LETTER  FBOM  THE  ASSISTANT  OLEBK  OF  THE  C0X7BT  OF  CLAIMS 
TBANSMITTXNG  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGH3  FILED  BY  THE  00X7BT 
nr  THE  CASE  OF  ELUAH  B.  HAMMONTEEE,  ADMINISTBATOE  OF 
JOHN  HAMMONTREE,  AGAINST  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


Fkbbuabt  18,  1908.~Beferred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  op  Claims,  Clerk's  Offiob, 

Washington^  February  16^  1908. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court  1  transmit  herewith-a  cer- 
tified copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committeeon  WarClaims 
of  the  House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  8,  1888, 
known  as  the  Bowman  Act. 

1  am,  very  respectfully,  youi*s, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  Home  of  Represetitatmes. 


[Court  of  Claixnf.    Oongreasional,  No.  6216.    Estate  of  John  Hammontree,  deceased,  v.  The  United 

States.] 

This  case,  beinf;  a  claim  for  supplies  or  stores  alleged  to  have  been  taken  by  or  fur- 
nished to  the  military  forces  of  tne  United  States  for  their  use  during  the  late  war  for 
the  suppression  of  the  rebellion,  the  court,  on  a  preliminary  inquiry,  finds  that  John 
Hammontree,  deceased,  the  person  alleged  to  have  furnished  such  supplies  or  stores, 
or  from  whom  the  same  are  alleged  to  have  been  taken,  was  loyal  to  tne  Government 
of  the  United  States  throughout  said  war. 

By  thb  Coubt. 

Filed  January  29, 1906. 


[Court  of  Claimi.    Congressional  caae  No.  5216.    Elijah  B.  Hammontree,  administrator  of  estate  of 
John  Hammontree,  deceafled.  v.  The  United  States.] 

STATKMBNT  OF  CASS. 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  for  supplies  or  stores  alleged  to  have  been 
taken  by  or  furnished  to  the  militarv  forces  of  the  United  States  for  their  use  during 
the  late  war  for  the  suppression  of  the  rebellion,  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the 
Committee  on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the  10th  day  of  July, 
188S. 


Oi^  m  MuftilMij  iwiphj  the  amm,  up  the  ith  diy  oi  Riteiatfy, 

>  Iwaw  fcilifcii  Ilia  ■iniiiHiM  <y  ^m%  grfaia  whom  thflf  wmm 
ft  tob^  wi*  h^  to  lh«  Chiwameiit  dT  the  United  ^ma 

bCtomiiv^wtettsi6»«nthe«h^«fiutau7,  IPCiL 
t  A.  4  W».  B,  Kak  oqi^  apponi  fyr  cbinBit,  md  the  Attoaiey*4l«cM^r«l 
hf  A.C.  C«»piKlL.  a)^  h»  ■■iittiiif,  Mri  (KttOer  hifl  tlinKtioii,  tppiMxed  f  r  tlw 
'    tof  demi«rab4iith«0^iedr 

,  td  Albert  Gomee  v»i  tftken  froi&  him  bf 
Dj,  in  ClAjten  Comity,  tlm.,  mk  the  311th  ol  AqgCMtf,  l^^: 

is«-... - ..,...- „„.--,_..„ ._ iisaoo 

llvae,,-. ..--...,-.-.--- .„ 100,00 

%«ft|NHnleMkhQ|A3tl4asti.... ..,,.,. _     SI7.1I 

""         '  30lti0 

Sboihekflfiate......... .,.-.»_-„. ....,.., aOO 

•OLiO 
SCLOD 

Tbftt  the  dum  wia  pmoAB^  le  Ite  BoHthera  GbaBs  Comiai^cui,  the  iteti^  of 
^iiid  daim  bein^  i 

'^    Sud  cUm  «n»s  ]]0t  elknivl  hf  mad  bihnnal,  the  ground  tor  wd  «ctku&  betag  tibes 
I  aot  aatlsSeil  thei  Chft  oHpnml  cHimni,  Albert  Godbe^,  wa^  lojaJ; 

the  evidcBiQe  mod  elltf'  eommAi^mm  the  briele  e&d  sfvuiDeDt  d 
rthefolinm 

nxDOVG  o#rAC7r> 

TbeTe  wm  teteoa  frviB  tike  deiiMit'^  d^e^lent  in  Cla>^oti  Coiml}^,  ^Ute  ol  Geot^ 

b?  the  oiifitefy  loivs  ef  Hm  ITmted  ^lat^s^  hr  proper  sistfa^iiitT,  foir  the  us»  ^  the 

ij,  wOMttf  ci  the  kjctr!  uul  eharacttrr  above  ai^^oribed  wbkh  at  the  Umm  ami 

»  cpf  tektDg  WH  reftfCEiablj  worth  the  ictm  ol  loor  bmnired  and  thirty  ilolkn 

(fl30}.    Na  ps jiaeDt  appean  to  bare  be^  made  therdor* 

Br  THft  Coi^x. 
Filed  FebniaiT  3,  190a 
A  true  copT. 
Test  thie  lith  daj  of  Fehrauy,  1SD& 

O 


60th  Congress,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES,  j  Document 
Ut  Session.      J  (    No.  697. 


HEIRS  OF  JOSHUA  WHITE. 


XiETTEB  FBOM  THE  ASSISTANT  GLEBK  OF  THE  OOTTBT  OF  CLAIMS 
TaANSMITTING  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINJOINQS  FILED  BT  THE  COURT 
IN  THE  CASE  OF  HEXES  OF  JOSHUA  WHITS,  DECEASED,  AGAINST 
THE  UNITED  STATES. 


FcBRUABT  19,  1908.— Beferred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

Washingt07i,  Fehrnary  18,  1908. 
Sir:  Pursimnt  to  the  order  of  the  court  I  transmit  herewith  a  certi- 
fied copy  of  the  tindincrs  tih^d  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  cjise  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War  Claims 
of  the  House  of  Representatives  under  the  act  of  March  3, 1883,  known 
as  the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Court  of  Claims.    Congrow>!onal,  No.  12728.    Heirs  of  JoshiiA  White  r.  The  United  StAtes.] 

ThiM  case,  being  a  claim  for  supplies  or  stores  allej?ed  to  have  been  taken  by  or 
furnii?lied  to  the  military  forces  of  the  United  States  for  their  use  durinj?  the  late  war 
for  the  suppression  of  the  rebellion,  the  court,  on  a  preliminary  inquiry,  finds  that 
Laura  Wiiite,  Mary  White,  Robert  D.  White,  Henry  White  and  Sandy  White,  the 
persons  alleged  to  have  furnitihed  such  supplies  or  stores,  or  from  whom  the  same  are 
alleged  to  have  been  taken,  were  loyal  to  the  Government  of  the  United  States 
throughout  said  war. 

By  the  Court. 

Filed  January  13,  1908. 


[Conn  of  Claims.    Congressional  case  No.  1272ft.    Mary  E.  White,  8.  M.  White,  Robert  D.  White, 
Henry  K.  White,  and  Laura  B.  Alexander,  heirs  of  Joshua  White,  v.  The  United  SUtes.] 


STATEMENT  OP  CASE. 


The  claim  in  the  alwve-entitled  case  for  supplies,  or  stores,  alleged  to  have  been 
taken  by  or  furnished  to  the  military  forcet-  of  the  United  statr^s,  for  their  use  during 
the  late  war  for  the  suppresBion  of  the  rebellion,  was  tran.-mitted  to  the  court  by  the 
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HElTtS    OF   JOSHUA     WHITE, 

Co  in  tn  ft  tee  on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Repraeentativefi  on  the  18th  day  o(  Jtllfh 
ary,  1907. 

Un  a  prelimmary  inquiry  the  court,  on  the  1 3th  day  of  January,  1908,  fmtnd  that 
the  peTfrona  ailej^  to  have  famished  the  eitappUea  or  stores,  or  inytu  whom  tbey  irf>re 
alleged  to  hav^  been  taken,  were  loyal  to  the  Uovei'iimenl,  of  the  United  8t«t€fl 
through  out  eaid  war. 

The  c^e  was  brought  tu  a  hearing  on  ita  merits  on  the  3d  day  of  Fehrtmry,  I90(t 

Bab  ton  A  SUklona,  eaqa.,  appeared  for  clftiii^aiit,  and  the  AttoriH'y-iifnenil,  by 
Clark  McKercKer,  esq.,  his  aKsitttantB,  and  under  Im  direction,  appeareiJ  U^  |be 
defense  and  protc^ution  of  the  inter^ta  of  the  tJnited  ^tatea. 

The  clftirnants  in  their  petition  make  the  following  allt^atians: 

That  iloehua  White,  the  father  of  yout  petitioners^  died  intestate  in  Clarke  Omiity, 
Va.,  on  Manh  21,  IK62,  leavinj^  surviving  hitn  your  petit lon^rs^,  Henry  K.  White, 
Rohert  Dp  While,  Marv  E.  WIdte,  8.  W,  White,  I^anra  B.  Alexander",  as  htf  «jle 
heirs  at  law^  nnd  a  wirfow,  Mary  White,  since  deeeast'd.  That  mid  Jo^haa  \VhiN* 
died  leaving  cerium  rt-al  and  pei'soDal  property,  of  which  your  fietiliN/nerj*  *nd  iM*rd 
Mary  White  were  anle  owners  and  in  actual  posFee^ion  tht?ieof  at  the  tinHt*  hert^tn 
after  mentvoued;  that  administTation  proce*:*dinjje  uptm  the  estate  of  ^^aid  Ji^hua 
White  were  not  had  until  SevHemher  11,  ItsflH.  whni  n^id  Mary  White,  the  widow  ci 
Jcjaliua  VVhitei  decea^d,  lAasr  appointed  by  the  ooujl  to  take  charge  of  thf»«M^*i««4 
saiil  estate. 

That  during  the  year  186S  the  military  forcea  of  the  United  States  t^M.>lc  frnm  t'oor 
peti tinners,  as  hein»  of  aaid  Ji>j^hua  Wtu'te,  deceased,  and  a^'tually  uaed  far  nrmoiirT 
military  purposes,  certain  Btore^  and  supplies  thf  n  and  there  reasonably  worth  thV 
suuL  of  |2/iOdj  coni^istin^  of  hor^^a,  com,  and  hay,  for  which  no  pay ni<^ui  baam fa- 
been  made  to  your  petitioners  or  any  other  person. 

That  at  the  paa«iwjre  of  the  act  oi  March  3, 1S71,  creating  the  Southern  Claiiiitc  Com, 
tnisHion,  said  Mary  White,  administratrix  of  Joshua  White,  det'ea^ntl,  pn*di*nteij  tUtii 
cIhsui  to  said  Coninn^Binn  and  i-uhniittpd  proof  of  the  fat'ts  nere^^ory  to  Btirt|«in  mht 
elimn,  hut  notwilhi^itanding  this  fact  said  ComnuKsion  rejeeted  the  d'ajtn  brw-aiija,.^  the 
(^vi'lrnce  did  not  e>^tahUi?ih  the  loyalty  of  aaid  Jifshua  White,  whitb^  vonr  j«**mjofirr» 
now^  allege,  is  whiilly  innnaieriar  heranse  of  the  fact  that  said  Jo«<Kija  Wtitl^  had 
dh^i  prior  to  the  taking  of  sjtud  property. 

The  cxmru  ufion  the  eviduni!^^,  ami  after  caiie^id^ring  the  briefs  and  ar^nieniK  ^ 
counaal  on  both  aides,  makes  tJie  following 

fiNDiNa  er  faot, 

Dnnng  the  Ist*  fivil  war  there  was  taken  trom  rial ni ants  in  Clarke  GMt]ity«  V^, 
by  the  niilil^irv  forces  of  th^^  United  Siares.  by  proper  luithorjiy,  for  th«ir  tlvcw  prop- 
erty of  the  kind  and  charat-ter  deecribed  in  the  petition,  in  which  pn>fMMty  tli^ 
chnniants  herein  were  the  joint  owners  of  a  two  tliirdi*  interest.  The  rt»4is*onable 
value  of  s^iuh  two-tldrds  interest  in  s^aid  pro|>erty  at  the  time  and  place  of  taking:  wasi 
the  Hum  of  tive  hundre<l  and  fifty  dollars  ^|550),  no  jmrt  of  which  appears  to  have 
been  paid. 

By  the  Coubt. 

Filed  February  10,  1908. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  18th  day  of  February,  1908. 

[seal.]  John  Randolph, 

A  Mist  a  tU  Clerk  Court  of  CSaim$. 


I 
I 


-> 


80th  C0NORES8, )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  J  Document 
l9t  Seseion.      f  1    No.  698. 


JESSE  A.  WALLACE. 


LETTEB  FBOM  THB  ASSISTANT  CUSBK  OF  THE  COTTBT  OF  CULIMS 
TBANSMTTTIKG  A  OOPY  OF  THB  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  COTTBT 
IN  THE  CASE  OF  JBSSE  A.  WALLACE  AGAINST  THE  X7NITBD 
STATES. 


Fbbruart  19,  1908.— Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  ClaitnH  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  op  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

Washington^  February  18^  1908. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court,  I  transmit  herewith  acertified 
cop3'  of  the  findings  tiled  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  caus<^,  which 
ca.se  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War  Claims, 
House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883,  known  as 
the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  ClaimB. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon,  . 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Court  of  CUimit.    ConKreHHlonal.  No.  12374.    Jewe  A.  Wallace  v.  The  United  States.] 

This  case,  being  a  claim  for  supplies  or  stores  alleged  to  have  been  taken  by  or 
furnished  to  the  military  forces  of  the  United  States  for  their  use  during  the  late  war 
for  the  suppression  of  the  rebellion,  the  court,  on  a  preliminary  inquiry,  finds  that 
Jesse  A.  Wallace,  the  i)er8on  alleged  to  have  furnished  such  supplies  or  stores,  or  from 
whom  the  same  are  alleged  to  have  been  taken,  was  loyal  to  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  throughout  said  war. 

By  the  Court. 

Filed  Januarv  13,  1908. 


[Court  of  Clainu«.    CiUiKn-wional  case  No.  12374.    Jeme  A.  Wallace  v.  The  (Jnlt«d  States.] 
STATEMENT  OF  CAME. 

The  claim  in  the  above-en title< I  case  for  supplies  or  stores  alleged  to  have  been 
taken  by  or  furnished  to  the  inilitarv  forces  of  the  United  States  for  their  use  daring 
the  late  war  for  the  suppression  of  the  rebellion,  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the 
Committee  on  War  Claims,  Hout»e  of  Representatives,  on  the  19th  day  of  Mav^  IftQ^^. 


r 


On  a  prelimmaTT  inqxiity  the  court,  on  the  ISth  d&y  of  Janaaiy,  1908,  found 
the  person  allegea  to  nave  furnished  the  supplies  or  etoree,  or  frtKin  whom  they 
were  alleged  to  have  been  taken,  was  loyal  to  the  Government  of  the  United  StAteir 
throughout  said  war. 

The  ca8e  was  brought  to  a  hearinj^  on  ite  merits  on  the  6th  day  of  February*,  11^108. 

Raleton  &  Siddons,  attomeye,  and  Edward  S.  Stewart  of  coaustel,  taqs.,  appeareil 
for  ciaimantj  and  the  Attoraey-General,  by  Clark  McKercher,  esq.^  hie  aasietant 
and  under  hm  direfrtion^  appeared  for  the.  delenee  And  protection  oi  the  interestH  of 
the  United  States. 

The  claimant  in  his  petition  make-s  the  following  allegations: 

That  he  is  a  citizen  oi  the  United  States  and  a  residefjt  of  Hacaiiton  County.  Teon. 
That  throujjhoot  eaid  war  he  remained  loyal  to  the  Government  of  the  United 
Statee,  giving  no  voluntary  aid  or  comfort  la  the  rebtillion. 

That  d tiring  the  month  of  October ^  X8HH,  the  following  stores  and  Fnppticse  were 
taken  from  him  for  the  use  of  the  United  Elates  Army,  no  rei'eipta  or  vouchers  being 
given  therefor^  except  as  hereinafter  itated,  and  no  payment  wag  made  for  the  ^atne 
or  anv  part  thereof.  Said  stores  and  supplies  taken*  near  the  town  of  Soddy,  in 
Hamilton  County »  Tenn.,  by  troops  uncer  the  command  of  General  Haxen,  w 
follows: 

12  acres  of  eom,  averaging  25  bushels  per  acre,  SOO  bushels,  at  |1  per 

bushel. , .-,.- .- faOO.00 

3,000  pounds  hay,  at  |1  per  hundred __ ^^^ ,,,      80.00 

25  dozen  oats,  at  |0.25 , , *. , ..,        ^m 

1,000  rails  for  fuel  averaging  1  cord  to  each  100  raib,  at  |2,50  per  oord,,.---      S5w00 

Total,. -...,.... ..„-....__... 361.25 

That  the  only  i^eoeipt  or  voucher  given  to  him  was  a  memorandum  receipt  for  400 
pounds  of  hay. 

That  the  petitioner  presented  thi*  claim  to  the  tiiiarternia?ter*Oeneral  und^r  iht 
act  of  July  4j  13^,  but  the  same  waR  not  allowtHl  for  the  rea^^on  that  the  eridAacV 
submitted  to  that  olticer  failed  to  eati^fy  hiux  of  the  quantitii^'S  of  suppliea  tok^ii. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence  and  after  considering  the  briefs  and  argiiinenCf^  f4 
counsel  on  botn  sidee^  make«  the  following 

FiNDtKea  or  fact. 

Burin^f  the  late  civil  war  the  military  forces  of  the  United  Statee,  by  prop«f 
authority,  for  the  u^  of  the  army,  took  from  the  clai[nant  in  Hamilton  County, 
State  of  Tennessee,  property  of  the  kind  and  character  dew^ribed  in  tbu  pi*litM>ii. 
which  at  the  time  and  plaee  of  taking  was  reasonablv  worth  the  aum  of  two  Kmidna 
and  fifteen  dollars  (1215), 

No  payiin*nt  appears  to  have  been  made  therefoFi 

By  thb  Goubt. 

Filed  February  10,  1908. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  18th  day  of  February,  1908. 

[seal.]  John  Randolph, 

AsristarU  CUrk  Court  of  CUximM. 

o 


60THCONOBBS8,  J  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  (  Document 
1st  Session.     )  \    No.  699. 


T.  F.  VANN,  ADMINISTRATOR. 


LETTEB  FBOM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  OOUBT  OF  CLAIMS 
TBANSMITTING  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  00X7BT 
IN  THE  CASE  OF  T.  F.  VANN,  ADMINISTBATOK  OF  LEROY  CAMP- 
BELL, DECEASED,  AGAINST  THE  XTNTTED  STATES. 


Fkbbuabt  19,  1908.~Beferred  to  the  Committee  on  War  ClaimB  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Opfiob, 

Washington^  Fetmiary  18,  1908. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court,  I  transmit  herewith  a  cer- 
tilled  copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War  Claims, 
House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3, 1883,  known  as 
the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims* 
Bon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  Hoxise  of  liepresentati/oes. 


[Comt  of  Claims.    Estate  of  L«i07  P.Campbell,  deceaaed,  v. The  United  States.   Confrewtonal, 

No.  7040.] 

This  case  bein^  a  claim  for  supplies  or  stores  alleged  to  have  been  taken  by  or  fur- 
nished to  the  military  forces  of  the  United  States  for  their  use  during  the  late  war 
for  the  puppression  of  the  rebellion,  the  court,  on  a  preliminary  inquiry,  finds  that 
Leroy  P.  Campbell,  deceased,  the  person  alleged  to  have  furnished  such  supplies  or 
stores,  or  from  whom  the  same  are  alleged  to  have  been  taken,  was  loyal  to  the  Gov- 
ernment of  the  United  States  throughout  said  war. 

Bt  THB  COITRT. 

Filed  May  7,  1906. 


[Court  of  Claims.    Congreflrional  caae  No.  7040.    T.  F.  Vann,  admlnlatrator  of  the  eatatt  of  Laroj 
Campbell,  deceased,  v.  The  United  States.] 

•TATBMKNT  OF  CASK. 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  for  supplies  or  stores  alleged  to  have  been 
taken  by  or  furnished  to  the  military  forces  of  tne  United  States  for  their  use  during 
the  late  war  for  the  suppression  of  uie  rebellion  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the 
(>>mmittee  on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Representadvee  on  the  26th  day  of 
February,  1889. 


T-  r.  TAJIK- 


Od  ft  prvlhniaiiy  inqoiiy  tllr  ^Otirt,  on  Uj*  7th  d»y  r>f  M»t,  IW16,  lotifid  Ihai  Ibr 
aUeeed  to  ttave  mnitih«d  th«  enppties  or  store?,  or  fir^^tu  wbmtt  tbe^j  wrre 

I  to  Ea?«  b^n  taken,  was  lay»l  lo  the  Goveranieiir  of  th*  United  Statw 

jipoilglumt  nid  w&r, 

Th/B^m  WW  bronght  to  a  heanni^  on  il«  merite  on  tb^  14th  dai'  of  JuiuAry^  {908, 

Balilcm  &  8tddi>nj!«  ^&.,  a(>pear^  for  ^kimgntf  ftud  the  AUnmej^eDermL*  by 
S.  B,  Aihbangh,  esq^^  bL*  vefiftjmt.  aiuJ  oDder  hifi  direction,  mppest^  for  the  defet^^e 
itnd  protection  of  the  int*?rfsTe  of  the  United  8lat€«. 

Tbe  cluJTjiant  in  hia  iHftitioo  nmke^  the  folkmin^  aUe^iione: 

That  tbiE'  deccdeot,  Lerov  R  Campbell,  owned  aboixl  5  «eiv  of  lukd  nmr  Biown»^ 
boro,  Madi^m  County,  A  fa.,  wbicb  knd  wae  iheti  improved  bj  ^  twchitory,  fh^ 
room  Emma  dwelling  houae,  a  emokebotigie,  workshop,  and  fencing:;  th&t  said  improTe^ 
meny  were  reftiovm  and  tified  bv  the  Dnited  States  Armf  for  the  (mrpo«e  n(  con- 
Blrnctinga  blockhoiiae,  whirb  wai  f>nilt  on  claimant'^  ground,  and  for  bniMin^  »»belter? 
for  ibe  troope  in  camp,  and  for  firewood,  the  property  @o  taken  and  xisetl  i^inpr  Ae 
foUowi: 

September*  IM'A^  100  pant^li  of  board  fence^  worth  50  cente  per  panel. , . .  I&O 

'^    ixmir  oi  \m4: 

Dmillng  houstff  mal«;riaLi  valued  at ^...^ 700 

Bmokf^bon^f  materials  valned  at.,^ --.  150 

Workfthopi  mfiterials  valued  at ^,-. 300 

Total ..-._...... ..,,  1,100 

That  wild  property  waa  taken  l>y  a  pioneer  corps  and  by  the  T^nth  MwiuH 
Infantry  WliinkH^ra,  eointiianrled  hy  Coj'inel  Dittmood  and  Lit^n tenant  Mt^Dumcid, 

Tbii  eourt,  uptjn  tbe  evvli^nciH^  and  afti-^r  onn«i«lertng  tbe  briefs  and  aiictiEtMSfit  of 
oonoipl  nn  Imth  nidef ,  nmkep  thf*  fol  loving 

nXDtVQ  Of  f  ACT* 

Dnring  thtt  late  civil  war  the  military  forn*^  nf  tbn  tTnited  Ptate«.  by  proper  anthor- 
ity^  t'K>k  jwjw**»*ion  of  and  foiTc  dnwTi  tbi^  fimo***  brjildintf^  dc«crib€«t  in  the  i^ftition, 
projw*rty  of  ciainmnt'w  de<"t**lei}t,  in  MariiHfjn  Ojuntv,  Ala.,  and  itoinl  iht-  [umbrr 
obtnitHxl  thun^by  in  ctrt^iiitij?  block  htjnm'«  and  in  btnUlitij^  <iinuttM^  for  tbi*  Iroopf^ 
Thi^  rctuvtnaitkt  vahir  of  the  tiuihiin|£»  itodii^troyeil  wan  at  thfi  limfi  ani)  p]a4:^  tlit*  earn 
of  four  liiindred  and  ^venty*live  dollan^  (|4f5),  no  part  of  wbicb  a|>|ii*«itij  to  have 
T>een  [Wjd. 

By  th«  Oor»r, 

Filed  Fel^niary .%  190S. 

A  true  copy.  .«^^.»^_. 

Test  thiF  Uih  day  of  Fehniarj-,  !908. 

[seal.]  John  Randolph, 

Astiatant  Clerk  Qmrt  of  Claimt. 

o 


I 


« 


iMi^l^ 


60th  Congress,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  I  Document 
Ut  Session,      f  (  No.  700. 


JULY  ANDERSON,  JR.,  ADMINISTRATOR. 


LETTEB  FROM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLERK  OF  THE  COURT  OF  CI.AIM^ 
TRANSMITTINO  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDZKOS  FILED  BT  THE  COURT 
IK  THE  CASE  OF  JULY  ANDERSON,  JR.,  ADMINISTRATOR  OF 
JULY  ANDERSON,    8R.,   AGAINST   THE   UNITED  STATES. 


Fbbbuary  19, 1908.— Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  op  Claims,  Clehk's  Office, 

Washington^  February  18^  1908. 
Sir:  Pui'suant  to  the  order  of  the  court  1  transmit  herewith  a  certi- 
fied cop}'  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War  Claims 
of  the  House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883, 
known  as  the  Bowman  Act. 

1  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assista7\t  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Court  of  Claimn.    ConKr»^«»sIon«l.  No.  12385.    Estate  of  July  Anderson,  sr..  r».  The  United  Stateii.] 

This  case,  being  a  claim  for  supplies  or  stores  alleged  to  have  been  taken  by  or 
furnished  to  the  military  forces  of  the  United  States  for  their  use  during  the  late  war 
for  the  suppression  of  the  rebellion,  the  court,  on  a  preliminary  in(|uiry,  finds  that 
July  Anderson,  sr.,  deceased,  the  person  alleged  to  have  furnished  such  supplies  or 
stores,  or  from  whom  the  eame  are  alleged  to  have  been  taken,  was  loyal  to  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  throughout  said  war. 

Bt  thb  Court. 

Filed  October  22,  1906. 


[Court  of  Claixnf.    Congreisional  case  No.  12385.   July  Anderson,  Jr.,  administrator  of  July  Andei^ 
■on,  sr.,  deceased,  v.  The  United  States.] 

8TATBMBNT  OF  CASS. 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  for  supplies  or  stores  alleged  to  have  been 
taken  by  or  furnished  to  the  militarv  forces  of  the  United  States  for  their  use  during 
Uie  late  war  for  the  suppression  of  the  rebellion  was  tranamitted  to  the  court  by  the 


of 


]|i^W  tU  taC*  d?n  vtr  1)^  ail1ftii7  fotciB  q€  lbs  ITiOid  Steta.  br  I 
llH^liir  m  mm  id  tkm  Army,  Um^  from  daiiii&iil' «  dtceilHil  in  littf^nr  ONni^, 
diiiitm,  ^tmpmtj  of  llMldiMl  mm^  chanvta  devrriltH  In  tbt  f«^iiii«»  ^mtiimim  of 
iniyditfu  and  doelot  wlileli  at  lli«  Unim  and  p^Mm  ni  taUi^  wm  naiiUMtilf  wumi 
■IBOt  ItP^  hsDdred  uid  elflitjr  d&Uan  tfaiO)*    Ho  fttymeni  afipeaiv  to  hst^ 
»  made  tb*»Ti  (nr. 
Mo  sHo^^  %nce  i«  tn^d<^  for  f&id  chick eua  ajeuI  dackb,  to  it  Appedifs  ibAt  the  afttxie  wcf^ 
taken  by  way  of  depredation. 

By  tile  Cocbt. 
Filed  February  10,  1908. 
A  true  ropy. 

Test  thiis  lath  day  of  February,  1%'3. 
[seal.]  John  Randolph, 

JmstaiU  Clerk  OouH  of  Oahns. 

o 


n 


60th  Congress,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES,  j  Document 
Ut  Session.      \  1   No.  701. 


TRUSTEES  OF  ALLEGHANY  COLLEGE,  OF  BLUE 
SULPHUR,  W.  VA. 


LETTSK  FBOM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  C0X7BT  OF  CULIMS 
TBANSMTTTINa  A  COPT  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BT  THE  COURT 
IN  THE  CASE  OF  TBUSTEES  OF  ALLEGHANY  COLLEGE,  OF  BLUE 
SULPHX7B,  W.  VA.,  AGAINST  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


Fkbruabt  19,  1908. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


CJouRT  OF  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

Washington,  February  18,  1908. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court  I  transmit  herewith  a  certi- 
fied copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  resolution  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  under  the  act  of  March  3, 1887,  known  as  the  Tucker 
Act 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
HoA.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Court  of  ClaimB.    Conin^flsitmal  cane  No.  12310.    Trustees  of  Allegheny  College,  of  Blue  Sulphur. 

W.  Va.,  p.  The  United  States.] 

STATEMENT  OF  CASE. 

This  is  a  claim  for  the  destruction  of  college  buildings  by  the  military  forces  of  the 
United  States  during  the  late  civil  war.  On  the  Slst  day  of  March,  1906,  the  House 
of  Representatives  referred  to  the  court  a  bill  in  the  following  words : 

**  [H.  R.  8841,  Fifty-ninth  Congress,  first  session.] 

*'A  BILL  Oranting  relief  to  the  trustees  of  Allegheny  Ck)llege,  at  Blue  Sulphur,  Greenbrier  County. 

IWest  Virginia. 

*^Bt\i  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  ReoreBentatives  of  the  United  Stales  of  America 
in  Congress  assembled^  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be,  and  he  is  hereby,  author- 
ized and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appro- 
priated, to  the  trustees,  or  any  surviving  trustee  or  trustees  of  Allegheny  College,  at 
Blue  Sulphur,  in  the  county  of  Greenbrier,  State  of  West  Virginia,  the  earn  of  tmrty 


tboasand  dollare,  the  vahii^  nf  the  bttildixig?  of  ssod  Allcv^hejif  CoUcce  4eetfi>>ed  in 
eil^bteen  Uutidmi  and  BJ3<ty*foar  by  fire  wt  by  eokltera  of  the  Ualled  Slai««  ^i  live 
Nmety-lirBt  Eegtmeut  Ohio  Volantter  liifauTry,  under  the  oommand  of  Optoiii 
Bla^^r,  and  by  other  Uoitol  States  icildiei?/* 

Tbe  cbi r» an ta  appeared  in  thb  wort  on  the  1st  day  of  November,  190$,  and  filed 
Iheir  jjiiUtion,  m  whit  h  it  ii  i?ul»*tantially  averred: 

That  during  the  late  war  for  the  supprei*?ioo  of  the  rebellioti^  and  on  or  about 
(k'tol>er,  IHM,  the  anlitary  ion^*^  of  the  UniteiJ  J^tate»!i  under  comotand  of  OiM. 
Kichard  Blar-^sr  (formerly  o'f  the  Xinety-fireft  Ohio  Regiments  took  pom^mHon  of  Uir 
college  buJldini^  l>ekinfiin^  to  tht^  AUe^jrheny  Culiepe,  f4  Blue  Siiliihar.  Gtveubriet 
C'<>«niy^  W.  V^u-t  and  while  in  pot^*es^ioH  tht*r*^*f  lotiiUy  d<'*1n>y*^l  bv  tin*  thf<  eald 
bciUding?^  and  eonteHls.  That  ^aid  pr^ipwrly  at  the  titue  uf  lt*i  de^triiotkiia  «»ttfore- 
Mid  wa^  r&ieojiably  worth  the  suni  of  f^iOj^iO,  for  whi^-h  ti^  pa\^i)4^t)t  h£ie^  b««ti  madep 

Thf  t*«i»e  vae  broxight  to  a  hearing  on  bi\alty  and  merit*  on  !h*>  iDth  day  of  Ftb- 
nmry.  1908. 

G  VV  Z.  Blftck,  esq.,  appeared  for  tie  Hatnittnts*  and  tbt*  Al1om^**<^(TiH*nlr  by 
W-  W,  SScott,  cflfK,  his  a.Hi!iptant,  and  nnder  hh  diretiifkn*  Apfj^^arc*!  for  tbi»  vl^fvnae 
Mid  i)rut*H'tic>n  of  the  intercsBlw  of  the  United  States. 

Th**  cr»iut.  U|i«ij  the  pviik^riw  and  after  r*  |]e*idi'riti(|r  tlie  biiefe  and  argtiment^of 
9  tfuj^l  on  both  sidesi  make?  the  foHowing 

nviUKoi^  or  Fact. 

I,  The  Alleghany  College^  of  Blue  ij^ulpbiir,  W.  Va,,  na  an  oiTgani^ition,  wM  loyaJ 
to  the  (jovernment  of  the  Unit^^l  States  tlmfU^^^^^ut  I  he  late  rhil  war 

tJ.  In  the  year  185^)  the  dainmnt  herein  had  t^ontnirtt'^l  with  one  Wjlitamji  to  |mr^ 

eha^  from  hho  the  property  known  as  the  Blue  Sulphur  Sprioi^  dtuatad  m  t«reen* 

^  brirr  Count y,  VV.  Va.,  aiid  c«>n^i?tingof  146  a*'re»of  land  and  al>i;iit  20siual)  ttjltagtas, 

for  and  in  considerntion  of  f^40,0CKi,  for  w  hich  the  rlaimant  had  executed  four  bond* 

in  the  nam  of  $39»9i>0,  payable  on  the  l^t  day  of  Kovembert  18rn,  and  the  finrt  davifil 

June,  1862^  1H6^>,  and  18*14^  re^pe<^tively.     tiubHetiuent  to  the  piin.'ha*t»»  and  about  lh# 

year  1H59,  ^aid  rlaimant  took  potoH'tjeion  of  saiii  property  under  ^d  eontrai*t  acid 

L>ereeted  a  tirirk  building  thereon  for  use  aa  a  college?  ar  a  ec^t  of  abiiut  $18«000.     Th® 

property  was  §oon  after  abandonewi  for  eollep;  purposes.     Up  lo  the  year  1S6I  %ht 

claimant  had  paid  to  tfaid  Will  tarns  uftoti  i^iil\-on  tract  the  ^um  of  |34,50O  in  C^oiilcd* 

ende  nioneyj  whieh  i?uin  was  all  that  the  elainiant  ever  paid  of  the  ptircbaiif  prlcvof 

iiiaid  property.    The  balance  of  ortHL^pid  and  intereat  m  atxfUt  the  ium  of  110,000 

tTPniaindd  unpaid.    On  or  alniut  tne  yt^r  1875,  the  adinmi^inator  of  eaJd  WiUliiniL 

^tio  waa  tlien  deceased,  fore'4o«ed  a  vendor')^  lien  on  said  pr»jperty  for  tbe  Mune*  aaa 

pursuant  to  a  decree  rendered  therein  said  pn liberty  was  solfi  and  eonvieyed  to  a  IbM 

party  for  a  mim  not  more  than  eiirni^h  to  pay  ^d  balance  of  principal  and  init*m»l 

with  i.'ost^. 

In  the  year  1864,  while  said  property  was  in  the  possession  of  the  claimant  and 
before  the  sale  of  the  same  upon  the  said  foreclosure  proceedings,  said  collese  so 
erected  by  the  claimant  was  set  tire  to  by  Federal  soldiers  on  a  scouting  expedition, 
and  the  same,  together  with  some  smaller  buildings  near  it  and  used  in  connection 
with  the  same  and  some  personal  property  therein  belonging  to  the  claimant,  was 
burned  and  destroyed.  Why  naid  buildings  were  burned,  and  under  whose  orderB, 
if  any,  or  whether  the  same  were  burned  to  keep  the  buildings  from  falling  into  the 
hands  of  the  Confederate  forces,  then  in  camp  about  2  miles  from  there,  does  not 
appear.  The  reasonable  value  of  the  buildings  and  personal  property  so  destroyed 
at  the  time  and  place  was  the  sum  of  sixteen  thousand  dollars  ($16,000),  for  which 
no  payment  appears  to  have  been  made. 

HI.  The  foregoing  claim  was  never  presented  to  any  department  of  the  Govern- 
ment prior  to  its  presentation  to  Congress  and  reference  to  tnis  court  by  reeolation  of 
the  House  of  Representatives  as  aforesaid,  and  no  reason  is  given  why  the  bar  of 
the  statute  of  limitations  should  be  removed  or  which  shall  excuse  the  clainoantfor 
not  having  resorted  to  any  established  remedy. 

By  thb  Coubt. 

Filed  February  17,  1908. 

A  true  cop  v. 

Test  this  18th  day  of  February,  1908. 

[seal.]  John  Randolph, 

Aimtant  Clerk  Court  of  datmt. 


otiiCoNGBEsa,  I  HOUSE  OP  REPRESENTATIVES,  i  Document 
M  Session,      f  j  No.  735. 


JANE  S.  BISHOP,  EXECUTRIX. 


LETTER  FROM  THE  ASSISTANT  OLEBK  OF  THE  COURT  OF  CLAIMS 
TRANSMITTING  A  COPT  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BT  THE  COURT 
IN  THE  CASE  OF  JANE  S.  BISHOP,  EXECUTRIX:  OF  E.  W.  BISHOP, 
DECEASED,  AGAINST  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


Fkbbuabt  29,  1908.— Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

Waahingt^on,  Fthmnnj  J7.  1908. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court  I  transmit  herewith  a  certi- 
fied copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War  Claims, 
House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883,  known  as 
the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Ranix)lfh, 
AHfnstant  Clerh  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Bepresentati/ves. 


[Court  of  CUim8.    ConKTi'wional.  No.  1438.    KmUU?  of  K<luiiin(l  W.  Bishop,  deceased,  r.  The  United 

Rtet<f«.l 

This  case,  being  a  claim  for  supplies  or  storeH  alleged  to  have  been  taken  by  or 
famished  to  the  military  forces  of  the  United  States  for  their  use  during  the  late  war 
for  the  suppression  of  the  rebellion,  the  court,  on  a  preliminary  inquiry,  findH  that 
Edmund  w.  Bishop,  deceased,  the  person  alleged  to  have  fumislied  such  suppliers  or 
stores,  or  from  whom  the  same  are  allege<i  to  have  been  taken,  was  loyal  to  the  (tov- 
emment  of  the  United  States  throughout  said  war. 

By  thk  Court. 

Filed  April  22,  1901. 


[Court  of  Claims.    CoDfrreaslonal.  No.  1438.    Jaue  s.  Bishop,  executrix  of  E.  W.  Bishop,  deceased,  v. 

The  United  States.] 

STATE.MENT  OF  CASE, 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  c-ase  for  supplies,  or  stores,  alleged  to  have  been 
taken  by  or  furnished  to  the  military  forces  of  the  Unite<l  States,  for  their  use  during 
the  late  war  for^e  suppression  of  the  rebellion,  was  transiiiittiHl  to  the  court  bv  the 
Committee  on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the  4th  dav  of  >farch, 
1887. 

On  a  preliminary  inquiry  the  court,  on  the  22d  day  of  April,  1901,  found  that  the 
person  alleged  to  have  furnished  the  supplies  or  stores,  or  from  whoui  Mcv^^  ^^^^ 


allied  to  have  been  tAkea^  wa;s  loyal  to  tbe  Gov^mmeni  of  ^  Umi@d  flimt0« 

throughout  Baid  wiir. 

Tht5  cttee  was  brought  to  a  hearing  on  its  merits  on  the  12th  day  of  February^  1908^ 

Sfeeinfs.  G*^orge  A.  4  Wm*  B.  King,  esgs.j  afjpeiirtni  for  claimant,  aod  the  Atlorney* 
Gent*ral+  by  Geurge  M.  Andertotit  e9q,j  his  aesnaUiDt  and  uuderhis  dinection,  appeared 
for  the  ciefciiae  amf  prot*'t*tion  of  the  intereete  of  the  Unit«?<i  States. 

The  claimant  in  her  petition  makes  the  following  alleg^ations: 

That  the  following  proporty  belonging  to  E.  W»  Bishop  was  taken  frotn  him  by 
the  Unites!  Statea  Army  and  uacd  by  the  eald  Army,  the  date,  place,  and  oomiojuiil 
being  imnifulftt'ly  stated  belowv 

In  Fhelpij  Goiintyf  in  the  State  ni  Missouri,  on  or  about  the  following  d&jr«  mad 
years,  by  tlie  Army  of  the  United  Stales^  using  the  eamB  for  the  following  penodsst 
Rolla,  in  eaid  county,  to  wit: 

From  AufiUiit  1,  1861,  to  Augtiat  1,  1865,  80  acrea,  a  4  of  6\V.  f  see  1,  T«  37, 

E. s...._ ,,.....  i4oa 

From  September,  1861,  to  September,  1864,  W.  J  of  blocks  29,  32,  and  31*,  and 

all  of  blot'ks  30,  31,  40,  41,  and  50,  and  18  aere4a  of  meadow  land ,,,,.-  1, 2CW 

From  March,  1862,  to  October,  1864,  lote  1,  2,  3,  6, 6,  7,  and  S,  in  block  42,  and 

nurth  part  of  block  49  -  _ . 4&a 

From  N(>vember,  1861,  to  Sept4.^inber,  1865>  loti?  6,  6,  and  7,  in  block  51  m^ 

From  June,  1861,  to  August,  11^1,  rent  of  building  and  lot  1,  block  49,  and  for 

bouae  on  tot  7^  block  26 - 75 

From  Marieh,  lWtJ2,  to  March^  1863,  two-etury  frame  store  on  lot  I,  blot^k  57  ..  800 
From  June,  1861^  to  Auga^,  18t>l,  building  for  hnspital  purpoae^  on  lot  i» 

block  35  _, .._;.__....___,,, .,_ ..-...•        75 

From  July  31,  1861,  to  August  1,  1865,  block  33,  for  quarters-. 200 

In  1862,  tj  ruber  cut  from  30  acres,  SW.  t  jsec.  12,  T,  37,  R.  8,  u«ed  in  ooii* 

struction of  fort. ..-* ..-- *--,,---,,,-,.,.,.-,*..,*...*.,-..-..,      flOO 

From  September  28,  1864,  to  October  31,  1864,  use  of  two^ory  building,  4# 

bv82,  on  block  47,, mil 

From  1862totJctol>er,  lSr5,  use  of  lot  8,  block  52  .  - tOQ 

F^m  Februarv^  1,  1H62,  to  Octoter  m  1865,  10  at^ree  in  NE.  cor.  of  SW.  ) 

SW,  leec.  V2,T  37,  R.  8,  used  aa  corral  ,... ,. 400 

Total, ....,-. 5,240 

That  a  claim  for  the.  said  property  waa  pn^aented  to  the  Qiiartermft^ter-Geiterml  nl 
the  United  States  Armv,  the  items  of  said  claim  Ijei ng  as  hetetofoi*  stateiL 

S^ud  claim  waa  not  allowed  by  miUi  tribunal,  the  gnmnd  for  aaid  action  being  that 
it  was  not  tsonsidered  that  the  claim  waa  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Qearter 
miif*ter-Genera!. 

Howry,  J.,  not  being  present  on  account  of  illness,  took  no  part  in  making  op  theee 
finding?. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence  and  after  considering  the  briefs  and  arguments  of 
counsel  on  both  sides,  makes  the  following 

FINDINGS   OF   PACTF. 

During  the  late  civil  war  the  military  forces  of  the  United  States,  by  proper  author- 
ity, for  the  use  of  the  Army,  took  possession  of  the  lands  and  buildings  described  in 
the  petition  belonging  to  claimant's  decedent,  at  or  near  Rolla,  Phelps  County,  Mo., 
and  used  and  occui)ied  the  same  for  military  purposes.  The  reasonahle  rental  value 
of  such  pr<)])(Tty  was  at  the  time  and  place  the  sum  of  six  hundred  doUiuv  ($600). 
no  part  of  which  appears  to  have  been  paid. 

The  claim  for  timber  herein  is  abandoned. 

Bt  thk  Coukt. 

Filed  February  25,  1908. 

A  true  copv. 

Test  this  27th  day  of  February,  1908. 

[seal.]  John  Rakbolpb, 

AsgiMofU  Clerk  Oourl  of  Claittu, 


60th  Congress,  )  HOUSE  OF  EEPEESENTATIVES.  j  Document 
Ut  Session.      f  1    No.  736. 


MERIT  F.  THOMAS. 


LETTER  FROM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLBBH  OF  THE  COURT  OF  CLAIMS 
TRANSMITTINa  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BT  THE  COURT 
IN  THE  CASE  OF  MERIT  F.  THOMAS  AGAINST  THE  UNITED 
STATES. 


Fbbsuaby  29, 1908. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  OrncE, 

Was/ii/igto?i,  February  27,  1908. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court,  1  trannmit  herewith  a  certi- 
fied copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause,  which 
case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  resohition  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives under  the  act  of  March  3,  1887,  known  as  the  Tucker  Act. 
I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  . 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Court  of  Claimfl.    Congreflsional,  No.  12288.    Merit  F.  Thomas  v.  The  United  States.] 
8TATSMEMT  OF  CASE. 

In  the  above-entitled  claim  for  property  belonging  to  Merit  F.  Thomas  and  Willis 
M.  Allman,  taken  from  them  by  the  United  Stat(*8  Army  and  used  by  the  said  Armj-, 
in  Lawrence  County,  State  of  Missouri,  during  the  civil' war,  a  bill  was  introduced  m 
the  Hfty- ninth  Congress,  first  session,  as  follows: 

••  fH.  R.  8976.] 
**A  BILL  For  the  relief  of  M.  F.  Thomas. 

"  Bt  it  enadfd  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Reprej^itatices  of  the  United  States  of  America 
in  Congress  assembled ^  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be,  and  he  is  hereby,  author- 
ized and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  anv  money  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated, 
to  M.  F.  Thomas  the  sum  of  one  thousand  two  hundred  dollars,  to  reimburse  nim  for 
the  loss  of  meat  and  three  head  of  horses  taken  from  him  by  the  United  States  Army 
durine  the  civil  war." 

Said  bill  was  referred  to  this  court  by  resolution  of  the  House  of  Representatives 
on  the  9th  day  of  April,  1906,  for  findings  of  fact  under  the  terms  of  the  act  of  March 
3,  1887,  and  generally  known  as  the  Tucker  Act. 

The  case  was  brought  to  a  hearing  on  loyalty  and  merits  on  the  19th  day  of  Feb- 
ruary, 1908. 

George  A.  &  William  B.  King  appearing  for  the  claimant,  and  the  Attornev-(ien- 
eral,by  W.  W.  Scott,  esa.,  his  assistant  and  under  his  direction,  appeared  for  the 
defense  and  protection  of  the  interests  of  the  United  States. 


MEBIT    F,   THOMAS* 

The  claimant  in  ttis  petition  makes  the  followlnpf  allegationa: 

Th^it.  he  was  a  resident  of  the  Si^tate  of  Missouri  during  the  lat«  war  and  M4  ool 
iiive  any  aid  or  comf<3rt  to  the  said  rebellion,  but  v^m  throughout  thai  war  loyml  tn 
the  Government  of  tbe  United  States. 

That  the  followinjs^  property  belonging  to  M,  F.  Thomaf  and  Willis  5i.  Allmsn 
was  t-aken  hrom  them  by  the  "UnitPd  States  Army  and  ueed  by  the  said  Army,  Uie 
date^  place,  and  command  l>einj;  yiarticuLarly  etatm  bek^w! 

In  l^wrence  County,  in  the  §tate  of  Blis^onri,  on  or  about  the  apriog  of  1H#5S,  by 
United  Statepi  tPoo|«  of  the  ix>ramand  of  Gen,  Thomas  Ewing,  to  wit: 

3  head  of  horsei^j  of  the  value  of - *-., ^40Q 

Baeon  froui  32  hogBtOf  the  value  of ,, S09 

Tbtal -,......„--,- --—-„,-.  t,m» 

Tbat  a  claim  for  fiaid  property  waa  presented  to  the  Fifty -nmth  Coni^'e^  the  Iteum 
of  said  claim  liernj?  ai?  heretofore  t*tateil. 

Howry,  J.,  not  being  present^  on  account  of  iUnt*rtSj  took  no  part  in  making  up  tJi«ee 
Iriidinj^a 

The  fourt,  upm  the  evidence  and  after  coniridering  the  briefs  and  ai^meal  ol 
iijiinu^l  on  both  Bidea,  makt^t  the  following 

f  rNDTKO?  OF   FACT. 

I.  Merit  F.  Thomas  was  loyal  to  the  Government  of  the  United  states  thronghout 
the  late  civil  war, 

II.  Daring  Raid  period  there  was  taken  by  the  military  forces  of  the  Dnit**d  ^talca, 
by  projMir  authority,  for  the  iiaeof  the  Army,  from  the  claimant's  agent  in  L«wrviiit« 
County,  Mo»,  pr*:>perty  of  the  kind  and  chamcter  deecrUteii  in  the  patitioti,  wlikh 
profn^rty  waa  joiutly  uweukI  by  the  chiimant  herein,  Merit  F.  Thomaa,  and  tinci  WiUlt 
M.  Athnan*  which  at  the  lirncand  place  of  taking  was  reasonohl)"  worth  ttw  m^m  of 
four  bmidi'cd  and  twenty  ilcillars  (1420),  one- half  of  which,  or  the  iutenff^t  of  lb* 
claijiiuiit  therein,  ita  two  hundred  nnd  ten  dollars  (1^210),  no  part  of  which  app^ftrv  to 
hat  c  been  i»aid, 

Nn  cluim  has  heeu  Hied  on  behalf  of  VVilhs  M.  Altman,  owner  of  theothef^  hM  df 
Bald  |>h*|>erty. 

m.  The  claim  herein  waa  never  preiented  to  any  department  of  the  Govemmoiit 
prior  to  Hi*  presentation  to  t'onjtfreBs  und  referents  to  thi&  ctmrt  by  reaoliitiot]  i4  thm 
House  oT  Kepredf^ntatives,  as;  hereintiefore  set  forth  tn  the  ^tateuisnt  of  ihe  cape,  and 
no  reaffon  m  given  why  t\w  bar  of  any  sttatute  of  limitation  should  be  r^inovi^  dt 
which  shall  excuse  the  clairnani  for  not  having  res<irted  to  any  e^tabhih«f]  tiagEil 
remedy 

Bif  tUK  Oornr. 

Filed  Fel)ruary  25,  1908. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  27th  day  of  February,  1908. 

[sBAL.]  John  Raiomlph, 

Am«taiU  Clerk  Court  of  CtaitnM, 

o 


I 


1 


60th  Congress,  {  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  J  Document 

let  Session.      \  \    No.  737. 


AMMON  F.  LINDLEY,  ADMINISTRATOR. 


LETTER  FROM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLERK  OF  THE  COURT  OF  CLAIMS 
TRANSMITTING  A  COPT  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BT  THE  COURT 
IN  THE  CASE  OF  AMMON  F.  LINDLEY,  ADMINISTRATOR  OF 
MARTHA  W.  LINDLET,  DECEASED,  AGAINST  THE  UNITED 
STATES. 


FiBBUABT  29,  1908. — Referral  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  oniered  to  be 

printed. 


CorKT  OF  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

Waahl/ngton,  Feh'niary  27,  1908. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order,  of  the  court  1  transmit  herewith  a  eerti- 
lied  copy  of  the  findings  tiled  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause,  which 
case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War  Claims, 
House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883,  known  as 
the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Asfiistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Repi^esentatives, 


[Court  of  Claims.    Congressional,  No.  4326.    Martha  Lindley  r.  The  United  States.  ] 

This  case  being  a  claim  for  supplies  or  stores  alleged  to  have  been  taken  by  or 
furnished  to  the  military  forces  oi  the  United  States  for  their  use  during  the  late 
war  for  the  suppression  of  the  rebellion,  the  court,  on  a  preliminary  inquiry,  finds 
that  Martha  Lindley,  the  person  alleged  to  have  furnished  such  supplies  or 
storey,  or  from  whom  the  same  are  alleged  to  have  been  taken,  was  loyal  to  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  throughout  said  war. 

By  the  Ourt. 

Filed  December  24,  1906. 


[In  the  Court  of  Claims  of  the  United  States.    Congressional,  No.  4326.    Ammon  F.  Lindley,  adminis- 
trator of  the  estate  of  Martha  W.  Lindley.  deceased,  r.  The  United  States.] 

STATEMENT  OP  CASE. 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  for  supplies  or  stores  alleged  to  have  been 
taken  by  or  furnished  to  the  military  forces  of  the  United  States  for  their  use  during 
the  late  war  for  the  suppression  of  the  rebellion  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the 
Committee  on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatives  c>n  the  'JOth  «lav  of 
April.  1888. 


3  ^^^^^  AMHON   F.  LWDLET. 

On  Sk  preliminary  mqmry  the  co^ii^  on  the  24th  da^of  DecemWr,  190$,  found  tbftl 
tlie  person  alleged  to  have  furniihetl  the  atipplief  or  stores,  or  from  whom  the)*  wer« 
alleged  to  have  beeo  taken^  was  loyal  to  tlie  Government  of  the  Unhed  St^iee 
throughout  said  war. 

Tha  caae  wae  brought  to  a  hearing  ou  ita  merits  on  the  17tb  day  of  February,  ld06, 

C^  A.  Brandenburg,  e^.^  ap[>eare<l  for  elatjiiant  and  the  Attomey-Geneml,  by 
F.  De  C.  Faast,  esq.,  his  asaifftant  and  under  hm  direction,  appeared  for  the  defeoae 
and  protection  of  the  intereete  of  the  United  States, 

The  claimant  in  bis  petition  mates  the  following  allegations: 

That  he  is  the  duly  qualified  and  a€tlo|:  adiniiitstrator  of  the  estste  of  Martha  W^ 
LindSey,  decf^ased;  that  said  Martha  W,  Lindley  waft  a  resldeat  of  the  town  <if 
Meridian,  in  the  State  oi  MissJEieippi,  through  nut  the  period  of  lime  covered  by  Uie 
war  for  ttie  euppreesion  of  the  rchelJion  and  was  loyal  to  the  L-nited  Stiit^e*, 

That  during  tlie  months  of  February  and  ^lareh,  1864,  in  said  town  of  MoHdiai^ 
the  United  s^tatee  military  forces  toot  from  &iid  JNfartlia  W.  lindlev  and  tM>nv^rt«a 
to  their  ui^e  stores  and  supplies  hereinafter  &et  forth,  tht'  legal  thtv  to  whk'h  uraa 
then  and  there  in  said  Martha  W.  Lindley  as  executrix  and  trustee  of  the  •'jitatr  <|| 
ber  deceased  husbaml,  Ammon  H,  Lindley,  w^ho  died  sliortly  l>efore  ihe  pmi>erty 
was  taken,  said  Martha  W.  Lindley  being  entitled  to  one^third'of  »aid  proptjty  upon 
I  diBtributioti,  Bud  her  children  being  entitled  to  two-thirds  upon  diHri button,  and 
that  no  payment  was  ^ygt  made  to  her  or  anyone  representing  her  for  said  property: 

1  mare .._.  flfiO.Oa 

1  hor^ ..„.- , .„..., , -,-- .,  150.00 

1  yoke  oxen  and  wagon.. ___,_.___ , *._,  n5w€0 

1,500  poimds  bacon,  at  20 cent-s  per  ponrid ,,„.*^, ^..,  3<K>. flO 

750  poundsi  salted  pork,  at  12  cents  | ler  pound .._ ,  90* 00 

75  bushels  com *--,, .»,,, ,,**  75,00 

1,500  pounds  fodder,  at  1 1  per  100  pounds  .., ,,,,- -...,,.  15, 00 

1  heifer,  2  years  old ._. , ._ *  la 00 

Making  a  total  of...__-_ __ , W{5<  CO 

The  said  Martha  W.  Lindley  presented  a  claim  for  said  stt>re^  and  supphee  to  this 

Commiemoners  of  Claims  under  the  act  of  Congress  of  March  S,  1871,  but  said  Com- 

,  jnisiioneT?  rejected  the  claim  on  the  grouad  that  the  will  of  Ammon  L.  Lindley  waa 

:  not  produeed  or  its  contents  proyeUf  and  that  there  was  no  proof  to  show  who  wen» 

the  oeire,  legatee^i  or  devisees  of  Ammon  U.  Lindlay,  or  their  loyalty. 

Howry,  J.^  not  being  present  on  account  of  iUm^SB,  took  no  port  in  naaking  tl|^ 
tbe^?  lindinga. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence  and  after  considering  the  briefs  and  argumt^nla  of 
eounsd  on  each  aide,  makes  the  following 

FINDINGS  OF  FACT. 

During  the  late  civil  war  the  military  forces  of  the  United  States,  by  proper  author- 
ity, for  the  use  of  the  Army,  took  from  claimant's  decedent,  in  I^uderdale  County, 
State  of  Mississippi,  property  of  the  kind  and  character  described  in  the  petition, 
which  at  the  time  and  place  of  taking  was  i-easonably  worth  the  sum  of  three  hun- 
dred and  twenty  dollars  ($320),  no  part  of  which  appears  to  have  been  paid. 

By  the  Court. 

Filed  February  25,  1908. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  27th  day  of  February,  1908. 

[seal.]  John  Randolph, 

Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  ClaimM. 

o 
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60th  Congress,  J   HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  1  Document 
Ut  Session.      )  (    No.  743. 


ROBERT  B.  HOWARD. 


LETTER  FROM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEKK  OF  THE  OOUBT  OF  OLAIMS 
TRANSMITTING  A  COPT  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BT  THE  COURT 
IN  THE  CASE  OF  ROBERT  B.  HOWARD,  HEIR  OF  JAMES  B. 
HOWARD,  DECEASED,  AGAINST  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


Mabch  2, 1908.— -Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

Washington,  February  29,  1908. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court  1  transmit  herewith  a  certi- 
fied copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause,  which 
c^se  was  referred  to  this  court  by  ihe  Committee  on  War  Claims  of 
the  House  of  Representatives  under  the  act  of  March  3, 1883,  known  as 
the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Cf^rk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  Ihmse  of  Representatives. 


[Oonrtof  Clainu.    Cougrefwional,  No.  4495.    Estate  of  Jamen  B.  Howard,  deceasedi  t».  The  United  States.] 

This  case,  being  a  claim  for  8U})plie«  or  storeH  alleged  to  have  been  taken  by  or 
fumish^Hl  to  the  military  forces  of  the  United  States  for  their  use  during  the  late  war 
for  the  suppression  of  the  rebellion,  the  court,  on  a  preliminary  inquiry,  finds  that 
James  B.  Howanl,  deceased,  the  })erson  alleged  to  have  furnished  such  supplies  or 
stores,  or  from  whom  the  same  are  alleged  to  have  been  taken,  was  loyal  to  the  Gov- 
ernment of  the  United  States  throughout  said  war. 

By  THE  Court. 

Filed  February  1,  1904. 


ICoiirt  of  CUims.     CongreflsionAl  Ca.^  No.  4495.     Robert  B.  Howard,  heir  of  James  B.  Howard, 
deceased,  v.  The  United  States.] 

STATEMENT  OF  CASE. 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  for  supplies  or  stores  alleged  to  have  been 
taken  by  or  furnished  to  the  military  forces  of  the  United  States  for  their  use  during 
the  late  war  for  the  suppression  of  the  rebellion  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the 
Committee  on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the  4th  day  of  May, 
1888. 

On  a  preliminary  inquiry  the  court,  on  the  1st  day  of  February,  1904,  found  that 
the  person  alleged  to  have  furnished  the  supplies  or  Ptores,  or  from  whom  they  were 
alleged  to  have  oeen  taken,  was  loyal  to  the  (rovernment  of  the  United  States  through- 
out said  war. 
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B.  HOWARD. 


The  case  wag  brought  to  &  hearicg  on  ite  meiita  on  the  5th  day  of  FebratTy,  lHOft 

George  A.  tk  VVm*  B*  King,  esqs.,  appeared  for  claimant,  and  the  Attomey-Gen- 
erali  by  Charles  F,  Kincheloe,  *^^'i  ^^^  fteeiatant  and  under  his  dire<:;tioD,  appeared 
for  the  defense  and  protection  of  the  interests  of  the  On i ted  Statee. 

The  claimant  in  his  petition  makes  the  following  allegations: 

That  the  following  property  belonging  to  James  B.  Howard  waa  taken  from  him 
by  the  United  States  Army  and  need  by  the  said  Army^  the  date^  plaee,  and  com- 
mand being  particularly  stated  below: 

In  Charleston  Gountv,  in  the  State  of  South  CaTolina,  on  or  about  the  ISth  day  of 
Febrnaryp  1S65,  by  United  States  troops  of  the  rammand  of  General  Match,  nannety, 
Captain  Lewis,  harbor  master:  Lieut.  W,  F,  Do<lge,  Capt.  A.  W,  Crolwell,  J,  Lanahan, 
captain,  Third  R.  L  A.,  to  wit: 

One  lighter,  sloop  rigged .,,, ,. ,.. ^. .-•-,.  Jl, 600 

18  corda  of  wood  stored  on  said  lighter,  at  $4  a  cord - 72 

200  cords  of  oak  wood  on  wharf,  at  $6  a  cord  * , , 1, 200 

52i  cord&  wood  oo  neact  wbarf^  at  |4  per  cord. 200 

Total.. ...,. ...„>.,,.,„.„ ..-. 2,981 

That  a  claim  for  said  property  wa^  presented  to  the  Southern  Claims  Commission, 
the  items  of  eaid  claim  being  as' heretofore  stated. 

Said  claim  wat<  not  allowed  by  said  tribunal,  the  ground  for  said  action  being  that 
it  was  not  considered  that  the  daimunt  waa  loyaL 

Howry,  J,,  not  tieing  present  on  account  of  illn^^s,  took  no  part  in  making  up  these 
findings. 

The  court,  npon  the  evidence  and  after  considering  the  briels  and  aTgnment  of 
ODuneel  on  both  sidea,  makea  the  following 


WtmimQB  OF   FACT, 

On  or  about  the  18  tb  day  of  Feb  mar  v,  IH^i  the  military  forces  of  the  United 
Stales,  by  proper  authority,  toot  from  clainiant's  decedent  in  Charleston  County, 
H,  C.,  property  of  the  kino  and  character  dej^cribed  in  the  petition,  which  was  then 
and  there  reasonably  worth  the  sum  of  eleven  hundred  dollars  (|  1,100),  no  part  of 
which  appears  to  have  been  paid. 

Bt  the  Ooukt. 

Piled  Februaiy  25,  1008. 

A  true  copv* 

Test  this  t!hh  day  of  February,  1906, 

[heal J  John  Randolph, 

AniMani  Clerk  CSourt  of  ClaimM. 


tK)TH  Congress,  J  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  J  Document 

Ut  Session.      J  (    No.  744. 


PHILIP  MICHAEL. 


LBTTEB  FROM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  COUBT  OF  CLAIKS 
TBANSMITTING  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BT  THE  COUBT 
IN  THE  CASE  OF  PHILIP  MICHAEL,  SON  OF  PHILIP  MICHAEL, 
DECEASED,  AGAINST  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


BliacH  2,  1908. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 


CouBT  OF  Claims,  Clerk's  OmcE, 

Washington.  Febnuzry  29^  1908. 
Sib:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court,  1  transmit  herewith  a  certi- 
fied copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause,  which 
case  was  referred  to  this  court  bv  the  Committee  on  War  Claims, 
House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883,  known  as 
the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Clavms. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Ooort  of  Claimi.    CongrensionAl,  No.  7660.   Estate  of  Philip  Michael,  deceased^  v.  The  United  Btatea.] 

This  case  bein^  a  claim  for  supplies  or  stores  alleged  to  have  been  taken  by  or  fur- 
nished to  the  military  forces  of  the  United  States  for  their  use  during  the  late  war 
for  the  suppression  of  the  rebellion,  the  court,  on  a  preliminary  inquiry,  finds  that 
Philip  Micnael,  sinre  de<'eased,  the  person  alleged  to  have  furnished  such  supplies 
or  stores,  or  from  whom  the  same  are  alleged  to  have  been  taken,  was  loyal  to  tiie 
Government  of  the  United  States  throughout  said  war. 

By  the  Coubt. 

Filed  June  16,  1S9S. 


[Ooort  of  Claimt.    Congresiona]  case  No.  7660.    Philip  Michael,  son  of  Philip  Michael,  deoeaaed, 

«,  The  United  States.] 

8TATEMKNT  OF  CASK. 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  for  supplies  or  stores  alleged  to  have  been 
taken  by  or  furnished  to  the  military  forces  of  the  United  States  for  their  use  during 
the  late  war  for  the  suppression  of  the  rebellion  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the 
Committee  on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the  23d  day  of  April, 
1890. 

On  a  preliminary  inquiry  the  court,  on  the  16th  day  of  June,  1898,  found  that  thft^ 
person  alleged  to  have  furnished  the  supplies  or  8tore&»  or  ixoxn  ^\\»av  VX^as^ 


2  PttlUF  UWBhEL* 

alleged  to  b&ye  hetm.  taken,  wm  loyal  U>  the  Goifenimeut  of  Ibe  UaUad  f^t*^ 

thK^nghout  said  war. 

The  oa^e  was  ?>miJgiit  to  a  hearing  on  ite  merita  on  the  20lh  day  of  Janoar^^  IliOK. 

George  A.  &  Wni.  B.  Kinf?,  ei^s.,  appeared  for  daimant,  and  the  Attomi^y^ireo- 
era!,  by  Geoi^e  K.  Bor«ni  eeq.,  hp  aeeistant,  and  under  hie  direttion,  appeared  far 
the  deft! use  and  protection  of  the  inten^^L^  of  the  United  States. 

Thi'  ciaimant  in  his  petition  niaketj  the  loUowLng:ane}falionpi: 

That  the  following  property  belonging  t^  FhtUp  Michiit^I  waj*  taken  &0(H|  Mm  by 
the  Lin i ted  Btates  Army  and  ii^e^i  by  the  eaid  Amiyt  the  date,  place,  and  command 
being  particularly  *itate«  below: 

in  Barry  County^  in  the  Btate  of  Mie&cturi,  on  or  about  the  datea  and  by  the  coca- 
Lmand^  of  the  linitc-Kl  States  Army  hereinafter  specified,  to  wit: 

rTaken  Deeember,  1863; 

14  hogB,  at  |4  [H^r  head , , , , . , .       tS6 

l^ken  De^^mber  1,   l^'A^  by  lAeiitenant  (earner,  Firfl  Ee^ment  Arkan^ws 
OA^alry  Voiunte^m: 

1  mare , ,.. >,-* .„.,^„       1*V} 

Taken  in  1&63  by  Generals  Brown  and  Totten: 

IB  H^ree  (jom,  40  bushels  ^jer  acre,  720  bushels,  at  50  centa........ 3l$0 

Taken  hv  Peck 'a  artillery  vohmteera  in  IS^Si 

1,000  biindle^  of  fodder,  at  IL50  per  100 __... --*-,*         16 

100  bushels  of  t'om,  at  50  cents  per  buaheL , ,„.* ..,        W 

Taken  March,  1B64,  by  Captain  Ray  e  men: 

1  horse. --i. .-^ _....- ^ ,,,-,-,,,,.>-,,-,-,   -,--^         i^* 


Total, -.„ .,,.--, ---*--. - „      €81 

That  claims  for  said  property  were  presiented  to  the  CJommiflfrary  and  (iiiartcTTuafftrr 
General?  of  the  United  States  Army,  the  ilems  of  eaid  claims  iMsiJig  ae  afure  stated. 

^aid  claims  were  not  alloweii  by  said  tribunal^?,  the  ground  for  eaid  action  bH^g  It 
waf'  ennaidered  ttiat  the  merits  of  the  clatrne  had  tiot  bepn  aati^factority  t-^itabUahvd. 

That  the  eaid  claim  bat  been  pre^ente^l  to  the  Fifty -lii^t  C^ongress,  and  waa  by  Um* 
louae  of  RepreeentativeH  of  thef^nid  Fi f I y*tirHt  Co ngreae  referred  1  to  the  Cummitlce 
'on  \Var  Claims  of  eaid  IiouP€>,  by  livhii^h  conimitttM?  it  was  on  the  2M  day  of  April, 
iHQOf  referred  to  this  court  for  a  finding  of  the  fact^  in  accordance  with  tiiectioT]  t  m 
an  act  approvetl  March  1%  I88Ji,  entitl^  "An  act  to  afford  ai^i^itance  and  relief  to 
Congress  and  the  F'lecutive  Departmenta  in  the  investigation  of  claimii  and  d«?maiid« 
against  the  Govern m en t»^' 

The  court,  upt»n  the  evidence  and  after  considering  the  briefii  and  acgameiil  ol 
CDuneel  on  both  aides,  make^  the  following 

FINDING   OF  FACT. 

There  was  taken  by  the  military  forces  of  the  United  States,  by  proper  authority, 
for  the  use  of  the  Army,  from  the  claimant's  decedent  in  Barry  County,  Mo.,  during 
the  late  civil  war,  property  of  the  kind  and  character  above  described,  which  at  the 
time  and  place  of  taking  was  reasonably  worth  the  sum  of  four  hundred  and  twenty- 
five  dollars  ($425). 

No  payment  appears  to  have  been  made  therefor. 

By  thb  Coubt. 

Filed  February  3,  1908. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  29th  day  of  February,  1908. 

[seal.]  John  Randolph, 

AMidarU  Clerk  Churt  of  Claims 


I 
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60thGonorb88,  )  HOUSE  OF  KEFEtESENTATIVES.  (  DocuifENT 
UtSesnan.     |  {    No.  746. 


REQUESTING  RETURN  TO  CX)URT  OF  CLAIMS  OF  FINDINGS  IN  GASS 
OF  J.  C.  STEWART,  ADMINISTRATOR. 


LETTER  FROM  THE  CHIEF  JT7STI0E  OF  THE  00X7BT  OF  CLAIMS  BE- 
QXTESTING  THAT  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BT  THE  C0X7BT  IN  THE 
CASE  OF  J.  C.  STEWABT,  ADMINISTATOB  OF  THE  ESTATE  OF 
J.  M.  CTJBBT,  (NO.  12286,  CONGBESSIONAL)  BE  BETTJBNED 
TO  THE  COUBT  OF  CLAIMS. 


March  3,  1908. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Unitkd  States  Court  of  Claims, 

Washington,  D.  CI,  March  5,  190S. 
Sir:  I  transmit  herewith  a  communication  received  on  yesterday 
from  Hon.  John  Q.  Thompson,  Assistant  Attorney-General  having 
charge  of  cases  in  this  court  on  behalf  of  the  Unitea  States,  in  which 
he  says,  respecting  the  case  of  J.  C.  Stewart,  administrator  of  the 
estate  of  J.  M.  Curry,  deceased,  No.  12286,  Congressional,  ''that 
since  findings  were  made  by  the  court  and  the  same  certified  to  Con- 

gress  this  office  has  received  a  communication  from  the  Adjutant- 
feneral  dated  February  27,  1908,  filed  in  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the 
29th,  in  which  he  corrects  a  former  report  made  concerning  certain 
voucher  on  file  in  his  office,^'  with  the  further  statement  tnat  it  is 
possible  the  former  report  may  have  misled  the  court,  and  for  that 
reason  he  asks  that  the  findings  so  certified  be  recalled  for  further 
consideration. 

In  compliance,  therefore,  with  the  communication  of  the  Assistant 
Attorney-General  I  have  the  honor  to  reauest  that  the  findings  so 
certified  on  February  18,  1908,  be  returned  to  the  court  for  further 
consideration. 

Respectfully,  Stanton  J.  Peelle, 

Chief  Justice. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

/Speaker  of  House  of  Representatives. 


Defabtment  of  Justice, 
Washington^  March  '2,  1908. 
Sir:  In  the  case  of  J.  C.  Stewart,  administrator  estate  of  J.  M. 
Curry,  No.  12286,  I  have  the  honor  to  state  that  since  findings  were 
made  by  the  court  and  the  same  certified  to  Congress  this  office  has  re- 
ceived a  conmiunication  from  the  Adjutant-General  daX/^  '^^xxmkc^ 


FllOlTITOS   IW   OABM   OF  i-  0,  STEWABT* 


27,  lOOS,  filed  in  the  Court  of  Claim?  on  the  2&th,  in  which  he  corrertie 
li  former  repoil  tnade  concerniog  certain  voucbftr  od  tile  id  bb  ofiit'e. 
The  communicatioii  is  in  part  as  follows; 

I  have  the  honor  to  inform  yon  that  upon  a  reexamination  of  the  recordt  it  appeam 
that  the  voucher  referred  to  in  emd  Bftalement  as  having  been  Signed  at  An^utFta, 
Ga.^  Aui^uat  15,  1864,  by  one  J.  M.  Curry ^  M*  D.,  was  «i|B:Ded  by  J.  W,  Carry,  M.  D 
Kotfaing  Lias  been  fouDd  in  the  Confederate  archives  in  tliii  offit^  to  ehow  that 
a  Dr,  J,  M.  C^irry,  of  Butts  County,  Ga.,  i>erred  as  a  surgeoa  or  as  a  contract  enrgeaa 
in  the  Confederate  8tateB  army. 

It  is  possible  the  former  report  may  have  misled  the  court,  and  I  there- 
fore cM  your  attention  to  the  later  commuDicHtion  in  oriier  that  you 
may  recall  the  findinga  for  further  cong^ideratjon,  if  you  deem  aWh 
actio D  ju^tiBable. 

Very  respectfully,  yours,  John  Q.  Thomson* 

AsaiatmU  Aitm^iey-  GefieraL 
Hop*  Stanton  J.  Peelle, 

C/i^f  Justice  Court  of  ClaitfiS* 


60th  Congress,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  (  Document 

Ut  Session.      J  "j    No.  751. 


GEORGE  LEONARD. 


LETTER  FBOM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  COUBT  OF  CLAIMS 
TBANSMITTINa  A  COPT  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BT  THE  C0X7BT 
IN  THE  CASE  OF  GEOBGE  LEONABD,  ADMINISTBATOB  OF  CATH- 
EBINE  XOBIN,  DECEASED,  AGAINST  THE  XTNTTED  STATES. 


Mabch  5, 1908. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 


Court  op  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

Washington,  March  «,  1908. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court  I  transmit  herewith  a  certi- 
fied copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause,  which 
case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  resolution  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives under  the  act  of  March  3, 1887,  known  as  the  Tucker  Act 
1  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Clamis. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Court  of  Clalma.    CoDgrenionAl,  No.  9922.     Geonre  Leonard,  admlnistimtor  esUte  of  Catherine 
Morin,  deceased,  v.  The  United  Sta'.«8.] 

STATEMENT  OF  CASE. 

This  is  a  claim  for  stores  and  supplies  furnished  to,  or  taken  by  the  military  forces 
of  the  United  States  during  the  war  for  the  suppression  of  the  rebellion,  and  for  the 
use,  occupancy,  and  damage  to  the  farm  of  the  deceased  claimant  and  the  buildings 
tiiereon,  bv  said  military  forces  during  the  said  war.  On  the  15th  day  of  February, 
1899,  the  House  of  Representatives  referred  to  the  court  a  bill  in  the  following  words: 

"  [H.  R,  1461,  Fifty-fifth  CongreeB,  first  session.] 

"  A  BILL  For  the  relief  of  the  heirs  of  Catherine  Morin. 

^^  Beit  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United  States  of  America 
in  Confess  assembled,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be,  and  he  is  herebv, 
authorized  and  directed  to  pay  to  Alfred  T.  Morin,  J.  R.  Morin,  Sallie  A.  Still  well, 
Edward  H.  Morin,  Mary  L.  Bates.  Keturah  M.  Bennett,  Richard  Morin,  and  Alice 
Morin,  heirs  of  Catherine  Morin,  deceased,  late  of  Cam|)bell  County,  Kentucky,  the 
sum  of  five  thousand  eight  hundred  and  forty  dollars,  in  compensation  for  the  use 
and  occupation  of  and  damages  done  to  prof)erty  and  for  property  taken,  used,  con- 
sumed, and  destroyed  by  the  United  States  troops  during  the  war  of  the  rebellion." 

The  claimant  aj)peared  in  the  court  May  18,  1905,  and  thereafter,  by  hia  a.vxsftxA<ftA. 
petition,  substantially  averred: 

That  during  the  war  for  the  suppression  oi  the  Te>ae\\\OTvC^\>[i«rvxife'^<arcv^^^ 
decedent,  resided  near  the  town  of  Newport^  in  CampVieW  CksvmqX.^^^^-'**^^  ^ 


3  GEORGE   LEONARB. 

Lo^'aI  to  the  Govemnient  of  the  United  Stat^;  that  while  Tesicting  m  mid  couiitY 
real  und  fit^r&^nal  property  owned  by  her  wiii  taken  and  um^U  or  daru^ged  by  thte 
United  Statea  troope  as  folio wb: 

Apple  crop,  about  1,500  barrels,  at|L36t  per  barrel ,, $1,900 

Potfttoeeand  other  vegetables  ...,. ,,-.,< ,-. ,  1, 106 

&00  panels  of  new  board  fence,  naed  for  firewood --- -,,-  500 

3bofges,  at|li>Oe«*'h_ .,,,-., _..,, ...,. ,,,,..  4^ 

2  wagons,  at  |160  each , .,..-,. - , ,.-  IWO 

llarnetia * , ....- *...*_.* ...,-.,  60 

Canned  fruity  used  in  the  army  hof^pHal , .„.  9(D 

20  cords  of  wood,  40  eoii is:*  tti  the  acTe^  at  $1  jht  trord ,. Ml 

Rail  fence  burned  for  fi  re  wood  ....,,,.__. ....   - ^  -  ^  ^ , ,  1 1 000 

Vim  and  oocvimtion  of  dwelling  hijuse,  ©talkie,  atid  other  bail dliig^i^  amJ  of  the 

land,  and  damitiree  thereto.. . .^,^.^-^,.^-^...ft&.^j.^^€.F£..  2,000 

Makinif  a  total  of -_,,^- *.*,,.,*.*__     i,  300 

The  ense  wns  argued  and  Bubmitted  on  loyalty  and  rnerit^i  on  the  tSth  dar  of  Feb- 
niary,  I90it. 

FruiiW  B.  Crosthwaite,  esq«,  appeared  for  the  claimant,  and  the  Attorney -GeaeYtl, 
by  Franklin  W.  Ct  ill  ins,  eeq.,  hm  asHLutant  and  under  hiM  direction,  appearal  tor  ibe 
defense  atid  protet  lion  of  the  intereste  of  the  United  Btatep, 

How^ry,  J.,  not  being  present  on  account  of  illne!^^  took  no  part  in  making  up  theee 
tindinge. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence  and  after  considering  the  briefs  and  argtuueni  ol 
counnel  on  botb  aides,  makes  the  folio wini; 

US  DINGS   OF   TACT. 

L  Claimant's  decedent,  Catherine  Morin,  was  loyal  to  the  Govemmittit  of  tilt 
Uniti'd  Htate^  through  out  the  late  civil  war. 

U,  Durinjf  gaid  fjeriod  the  military  foroeaof  the  United  Slalv^  by  pro|>er  authoHtr. 
for  the  use  of  the  Army,  took  from' clmmant's  decedent  in  CmupWl  County,  Staii* 
of  Kentucky,  property  of  ttie  kind  and  character  described  in  the  petition,  which  at 
the  time  and  place  of  taking  was  reasonably  worth  the  snm  of  eleven  huntlrofl  iu»d 
five  dollars  (1 1,1 05),  no  part  of  which  appears  to  have  been  paid* 

lU.  The  claim  herein  wae  never  presented  to  any  department  or  officer  ol  tlie 
Government  prior  to  its  preaentation  to  thi*  Fift^-fiftli  Congress  and  reference  to  thh 
court  by  resolution  of  the  £louBe  of  Eepre«entativea,  February  1&,  I4j9^,  m  litsrtmh^ 
fore  set  forth  in  the  statement  of  the  €ai?e»  and  no  reaj^DU  1^  given  why  tke  bar  isi  any 
statute  of  limitation  should  be  removed  or  which  shall  excuse  the  claiiitant  for  nal 
bflvinj^  re«t.)rte<l  to  any  establiehed  legal  remedy* 

By  the  CJourt. 

Filed  February  25,  1908. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  2d  day  of  March,  1908. 

[seal.]  John  Randolph, 

AssUtant  Clerk  Court  of  i  Vainu. 

o 


I 


60th  Congress,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  J  Document 
l8t  Session.      J  ]    No.  757. 


GEORGE  A.  SMITH. 


LETTER  FBOM  THE  ASSISTANT  OLEBK  OF  THE  OOUBT  OF  CLAIMS 
TBANSMITTINO  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BT  THE 
OOXTBT  IN  THE  CASE  OF  GEOBOE  A.  SMITH  AGAINST  THE 
T7NITED  STATES. 


Mabch  10,  1908. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  ClaimB  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


C!ouRT  OF  C'laims,  Cleuk's  Office, 

Washington^  March  5,  1908. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court  1  transmit  herewith  a  certi- 
fied copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause,  which 
case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War  Claims, 
House  of  Representatives,  under  tne  act  of  March  3,  1883,  known  as 
the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Clahns. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  RepreHentatives. 


[Court  of  Claims  of  the  United  States.    CongresMional,  No.  12648.    Geori^e  A.  Smith  v.  The  United 

States.] 

STATEMENT  OP  THE  CASE. 

This  is  a  claim  for  two  months'  extra  pay  as  major  and  bridgade  8urj?eon*  United 
States  Volunteers,  on  account  of  claimant  havine  been  discharged  from  the  service  of 
the  United  States  while  ill  of  typhoid  fever,  ana  in  consequence  of  said  illm^ss claim- 
ant was  unable  to  perform  work  of  any  kind  for  two  months  after  his  discharge. 

On  January  8,  1907,  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives referred  to  this  court  a  bill  in  the  following  words: 

"  [H.  R.  21745,  Fifty-ninth  Congreas,  second  session.] 

"A  BILL  For  the  relief  of  Major  George  A.  Smith. 

**5«  \i  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United  States  of  America 
in  Congress  assembled^  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be,  and  hereby  is,  authorized 
and  directed  to  pay  to  Major  George  A.  Smith,  of  Clinton  County,  Iowa,  out  of  any 
money  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  the  sum  of  four  hundred  and 
sixteen  dollars  and  sixty-seven  cents,  being  the  amount  of  two  months*  salary  as 
major  and  brigade  surgeon.  United  States  Volunteers,  of  which  he  was  deprived  by 
reason  of  the  delay  in  forwarding  his  discharge." 

The  claimant  appeared  in  this  court  on  the  18th  day  of  March,  1907,  and  filed  his 
petition,  in  which  it  is  substantially  averred: 

That  ne  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States,  and  that  during  the  late  Spanish-Ameri- 
can war  he  was  major  and  brigade  surgeon,  United  States  Vol\itvl^^T^\  \)Q3BX.>afc  ^^»^ 


taken  ill  with  typho-malarial  fever  nbout  September  1^  1S9S,  while  in  re^ilur  Line  of 
duty;  tiiat  on  September  16^  18H8,  he  was  granted  thirty  liaya'  eit  k  leave  of  abeenoe 
ffom  Sterubargf  United  States  General  Hcepital,  Chickamaiiga  Park^  Geo^gi|^  mad 
went  to  hiB  home  in  CIlntoD,  Iowa;  that  on  September  20^  18%^  ttie  War  Impart- 
ment^  in  ignorance  of  bis  iUn©?a,  issued  an  order  tiif^fThar^ng:  hina  from  the  et?rvice  of 
the  United  States,  the  same  to  take  effect  Sejiteiiifjer  30^  1898;  that  the  order  of  dig- 
chaiT^ije  wasdelavi^sd  Id  trans mistii on  tmtl  did  not  reach  blm  until  it  was  too  late  to 
notify  the  War  Department  of  it  is  illne*«  before  s?aid  ortier  went  into  effect;  thai 
his  illueaa  proved  to  be  very  serious  and  recovery  sJow»  and  in  t'^^nisequence  be  waa 
not  able  to  ^^erform  work  of  any  kind  for  two  months  after  his  di!?cha™e  irousL  the 
Her  vice  of  the  United  States;  that  it  is  only  just  and  ri^fht  that  lje  should  receiTv;  hia 
eaJary  for  the  gsaid  additional  two  mtjuthH  that  lie  was  ill,  to  wit,  from  October  1, 
1808,  to  December  1,  1898,  at  the  rate  of  |2,5ti0  [ler  annum,  or  a  total  of  four  han* 
dred  ami  sixteen  dollart^  and  Mxty-^evpn  t-erits  ($4]<i*i7);  that  he  pre^^ented  alj  of 
thei^  facts  to  the  War  DepnrUueiit,  and  he  was  inf<>nued  that  the  De|:tar|Luent  i? 
,w  i t ho  u  t  au  t  h  ori  t  y  to  gran  t  r t- 1  i  e  L 

The  case  was  I  wrought  to  a  hturing  on  the  uiprite  nn  Kebruary  25,  1908. 

Bynum  £,  tlinton,  esq-,  apfn^are'l  for  the  claimant,  und  the  Atti>rtiey*Gejieral,  by 
W«  W.  Si>cott,  esq.,  his  asaistani  and  under  his  direction,  appeared  for  the  defence 
and  protection  of  the  interet*L«i  of  the  Uniteil  Stat^, 

The  court,  upon  the  eviiience  and  afti*r  eoOMdaiing  the  briels  and  arguments  of 
csdonsel  on  both  aidet,  maket^  the  following 

FOrpINQS  OF  FACT, 

X.  The  claimant  herein^  George  A.  Sndth,  \^*m  in  the  military  service  of  the  Uoiled 
States  during  the  late  war  with  Spiain  as  major  brigade  surgeon  of  the  United 
Stat4>B  Volunteere,  at  a  salary  of  l20H.:i3  a  month,  and  was  paid  at  that  ntte  up  to 
and  induding  September  SO*  1898. 

IL  W^hile  on  duty  at  Camp  Georjje  H.  Thotnas,  Chifkamauga  Park,  Geofgia, 
claimant  was  taken  ill  with  typhoid  fe\*er,  and  i>n  8epteml^rI6^  18ti8,  was  f;rm£]t««l 
thirty  days  sick  leave  of  alit^ence  and  went  to  ht^  home  at  ( 'linton,  Iowa. 

IIL  On  September  2l>,  1H98,  while  ekimant  wai?  on  sick  leave  granted  as  aforeealiL 
the  W'ar  Department  issued  an  umior  discharging  him  from  lh(>  si?rvic**  **i  the  Uniieo 
States,  to  take  effect  Beptemlx-r  30, 1898»  hh  (torvioea  being  no  longer  rt«qutred.  Said 
order  appears  to  have  l^een  delayed  in  transit  and  did  not  n^aeh  daitimnt  until  Octo- 
ber 1,  1898. 

IV.  Claimant  did  not  recover  from  hia  f^akl  illne^  auOidently  to  be  able  to  temoDJC 
his  practice  ae  a  physician  or  to  perform  work  of  any  kind  until  afler  IX^oember  1, 


V.  Whether  the  claimant  abould  bo  paid,  and,  if  ih)^  what  amount^  for  the  two 

montliB  he  was  Hjck  Babj?equent  to  his  ni^eharipe  h  a  matter  resting  entirelr  with 
Conun'iJi^.  urnl  thi-  >  uui  t  ciiii  iii:ikt'  no  :it!i»n"iiniv  tlu-irfor  ittVit,"rtbiiii  t*j  s^tati:  the  Salary 
be  was  receiving  at  the  time  of  hia  disctiarge  set  fortli  in  linding  one. 
Howry,  J.,  on  account  of  illness,  took  no  part  in  making  up  these  findings. 

By  the  Coubt. 
Filed  February  25,  1908. 
A  true  copy. 

Test  this  9th  day  of  March,  1908. 
[seal.]  John  Randolph, 

Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Ciainu, 


^ 


60thCongbk88,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  (  Documbnt 
Ut  Session.      \  i    No.  759. 


HANS  PETER  GUTTORMSEN. 


LETTEB  FBOM  THE  ASSISTANT  OLEBK  OF  THE  COUBT  OF  OLAIUB 
TBANBMITTIKO  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BT  THE  C0T7BT 
IN  THE  CASE  OF  HANS  PETEB  OUTTOBMSEN  AGAINST  THE 
UNITED  STATES. 


March  11,  1908.— Referred  to  the  Coiiiiiiittee  on  War  Ciaiins  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  of  Claims^  Clerk's  Office, 

Washngton^  March  10^  1908. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court  I  transmit  herewith  a  certi- 
fied copy  of  the  findings  and  opinion  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid 
cause,  which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  resolution  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1887,  known  as 
the  Tucker  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  (Jlerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representati^^es. 


[Court  of  ClAiniB.    ConxreflsioDal,  No.  12733.    Decided  March  9,  1906.     Hadb  Peter  Qattormten  v. 

The  United  States.] 

8TATBMENT  OF  CASE. 

This  is  a  claim  for  alleged  permanent  injuries  received  by  the  claimant  in  November, 
1880,  while  in  the  employ  of  the  United  States  as  a  laborer,  and  for  medical  attend- 
ance, nursing,  and  nxnlicines  required  in  the  treatment  of  said  injuries. 

The  claim  was  first  referred  to  the  court  by  resolution  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives December  19,  1904,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1887,  and  numbered  11730  Con- 
gressional. On  December  4,  1905,  the  court  filed  findings  of  fact  in  favor  of  the 
claimant  in  the  sum  of  $5,000,  which  findings  were,  on  Dumber  12,  1905,  certified 
to  Congress. 

Thereafter,  on  January  19,  1907,  the  House  of  Representatives,  by  resolution, 
referred  to  the  court  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1887,  a  bill  in  the  following  words: 

*•  [H.  B.  1S870,  Fifty-ninth  Congress,  first  session.] 
"A  BILL  For  the  relief  of  Hana  Peter  Guttormsen. 

"Be  1/  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  llou^  of  Reme^entaiives  of  the  United  States  of  America 
in  Congress  asutinhled^  That  the  Secretary  of  tne  Treasury  be,  and  he  is  hereby,  author- 
ized and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  money  in  the  United  States  Treasury  not  other- 
wise appropriated,  the  sum  of  five  thousand  dollars  to  Hans  Peter  Guttormsen,  of  the 
city  of  kenosha,  county  of  Kenosha,  State  of  Wisconsin,  said  sum  of  five  thouearA 


HANS    1»ETEE  SOTTOBMBKir. 

dollan?  havirij^  hf>on  sHowed  him  by  the  Court  of  Claim*  oti  the  fourth  day  of  Dewm- 
>x.'r^  anno  Domiiii  nineteen  hundi^  and  five,  &s  Bet  forlh  in  Documant  Numbered 
One  hundreil  and  eeventy^four  of  the  Fifty^uinth  Congrees,  firatBeeaioUf  of  the  Eloiise 
of  Repreeen  tati  ves, ' ' 

The  clahnant  aptjeared  and  filed  hia  petition  in  this  court  February  14,  1807,  in 
whU'li  the  followirig  Rub^^Untial  alle^tione  are  made: 

1.  Tlmt  he  ia  a  cili?;i'n  of  the  ITniteri  Suites  and  a  resident  of  the  dty  of  Kenoaha, 
in  tlie  county  of  Kennsba  and  State  of  Wii*coniiii3, 

2.  Tiint  in  the  month  of  April,  1875,  he  resided  in  Roek  Island,  in  the  Stale  of 
niinois,  itud  entered  into  tbe  employment  of  the  Government  of  the  Unite<f  States, 
tinder  the  War  Department  tbereof,  as  a  laborer  at  a  eompeneation  of  |L50  per  day, 
which  was  8iil:}se<4uentiy  irjcr(.^a^eil  to  $2  per  day,  and  worked  continuously  in  the 
ewHiioyment  of  said  Government  from  the  date  aforesaid  until  November  6,  ISbO,  at 
which  time  he  remved  the  permanent  injuries  herein  complained  of  and  in  the 
manner  as  hereinafter  stilted. 

3.  That  on  the  said  date,  November  6,  1S80^  the  petitioner  wa^  engsageti  in  his 
daily  labor  imder  the  control  and  direction  of  tbe  proper  officers  and  authurilit*  of 
the  War  Department  of  the  Unites!  States  Government,  and  without  any  fault  or 
neglige^  nee  whatever  on  bia  i>art,  but  wholly  on  account  of  the  negligee  nee  of  the 
officers  of  the  United  States  who  had  control  of  and  directed  the  actions  of  the 
petitioner  in  the  perfortnanee  of  hie  tiaid  labor  for  the  Government,  the  eaid 
petitioner  received  and  sustaiuedf  aa  he  now  avers,  seriouSf  dangerous^  and  perBonal 
permanent  injuries,  under  the  followiof^  eircumiitances  and  conditions,  namely: 
That  when  the  petitioner  was  at  work  under  the  direction  of  tbe  authorities  of  tbe 
War  Department,  ae  aforesaid,  on  the  construction  of  a  breakwater  on  the  MLssisi^ippi 
Biver,  near  Moline^  111.,  the  stone  walls  of  said  breakwater  having  been  completed  to 
a  hetgbt  of  40  feet,  and  tbe  trestle  work  and  scaffolding  having  been  erected,  over  and 
Di>on  whkh  materials  were  to  be  oirrietl  foraaid  work^  and  plan  kef  or  tbe  covering  or 
flooring  on  said  trestle  work  had  been  hoisted  thereon  and  a  portion  of  tbe  flooring 
laid  on  the  said  8caff<>l<linj>  and  trestle  work,  the  said  pietitioner  waa  ordered  by 
his  forejuan  on  the  work  to  carry,  lay,  and  string  along  and  on  the  said  trestle- 
work  planks  tb at  were  very  heavy  and  16  feet  in  lenjarth;  that  while  carrying  one 
of  these  heavy  planks  he  stepped  on  one  of  the  planks  ^hat  bad  already  been  laid 
down,  as  afoiiiiJiiid,  wbich  broke  and  precipitated  him,  with  the  heavy  plank  he 
was  carrying*  through  the  trestle  to  the  liottom  of  the  structure,  a  distance  of  about 
40  feet,  mto  a  larjie  mortar  box,  breaking  five  of  his  riba  near  hia  apinal  column, 
breukinji  his  lei't  le^'  in  ihrrr  (>li;iiv,'jj  l>rr;ikijitr  ttie  tlnrd  fiui^t  r  of  his  right  band, 
splitting  and  tearing  the  flesh  on  his  head  and  face,  and  injuring  him  generally  in 
such  a  manner  that  he  was  unconscious  for  Irwo  weeks,  and  that  as  a  result  of  such 
injuries  he  was  confined  to  his  bed  for  more  than  a  year  and  has  been  left  by  reason 
thereof  a  permanent  cripple,  and  rendered  incapacitated  for  the  performance  of 
manual  labor  for  the  remainder  of  his  life,  and  has  expended  large  sums  of  money 
for  surgical  and  medical  attendance  and  for  services  of  trained  nurse. 

That  the  plank  upon  w  hich  he  was  walking,  and  which  broke  with  the  results  as 
aforesaid,  was  old,  rotten,  weather-beaten,  and  unfit  for  the  use  to  which  it  had 
been  put,  the  Government  authorities  having  negligently  suffered  and  permitted  to 
be  used  in  the  erection  and  construction  of  said  scaffolding  and  trestlework  rotten 
and  defective  material,  of  which  the  said  plank  was  a  part,  all  of  which  was 
unknown  to  the  petitioner  at  the  time.  That  at  least  one  other  injury,  fatal  in  its 
result,  oc(;urre(l  to  another  laljorer  on  the  same  work  and  from  the  same  cause. 

4.  That  no  payment  or  compensation  has  ever  been  made  to  the  claimant,  or  to 
any  other  pertJon  in  his  behalf,  on  account  of  this  claim. 

The  case  was  brought  to  a  hearing  February  18,  1907.  Georee  C.  Hazelton,  eaq., 
appeared  for  the  claimant,  and  the  Attorney-General,  by  P.  M.  Ashford,  esq.,  his 
assistant  and  under  his  direction,  appeared  for  the  defense  and  protection  of  the 
interests  of  the  United  States. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  considering  the  briefs  and  argaments  of 
counsel  on  both  sidas,  makes  the  following 

FINDINGS  OF  FACT. 

I.  In  the  month  of  April,  1875,  Hans  Peter  Guttormsen,  claimant,  entered  the 
employ  of  the  United  States  as  a  laborer,  in  connection  with  the  construction  of  a 
dam  and  breakwater  at  or  near  Rock  Island,  in  the  Mississippi.  Claimant  continued 
in  such  employ  up  to  and  including  November  6,  1880,  at  a  compensation  of  $1.50 
per  day  during  part  of  said  period  and  $2  per  day  during  the  remainder  of  said 
period. 
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II.  On  November  6,  1880,  claimant,  as  such  laborer,  was  engaged,  along  with  live 
or  six  other  workmen,  in  laying  a  plank  floor  on  a  tre.«tle  about  12  feet  \vi<le  at  the  top 
and  about  35  or  40  feet  from  the  ground.  The  bente  of  said  trentlework  were  about 
6  feet  apart  The  plank  used  in  laying  said  floor  were  hoisited  to  the  top  of  the 
trestle  at  one  end  thereof,  loaded  on  to  a  car  or  truck,  and  wheeled  along  the  trestle- 
work  to  a  point  near  where  the  floor  was  being  laid.  While  ciirrying  a  plank  about 
16  feet  long,  1  foot  wide,  and  2  inches  thick,  from  said  car  forward  to  lay  the  same 
on  the  trestlework,  claimant  stepped  upon  a  plank  which  had  been  previously  strung 
trom  bent  to  bent  of  said  trestle  and  started  to  walk  along  the  name,  when  it  broke, 
precipitating  him  to  the  ground,  35  or  40  feet  below.  In  lighting,  claimant  struck  a 
plank  mortar  box  and  rock,  breaking  five  of  his  ribs  near  the  spinal  column,  fractur- 
ing his  leg  in  three  places,  breaking  the  third  finger  of  his  right  hand,  bruising  and 
laoBrating  the  flesh  of  his  head  and  face,  and  otherwise  injuring  him,  so  that  he  was 
onconscious  for  about  two  weeks  thereafter.  As  a  result  of  said  injuries,  claimant 
suffered  great  physical  pain  and  agony  and  incurred  large  expense  for  medical  care 
and  attendance  and  for  the  services  of  a  nurse,  and  has  ever  since  been  a  permanent 
cripple,  unable  to  perform  manual  labor  of  any  kind. 

III.  In  1883  or  1884,  da-mant  reported  his  condition  to  Col.  \V.  D.  Flagler,  the 
United  States  ofiioer  in  charge  of  the  arsenal  at  Rock  Island.  Colonel  Flagler,  hav- 
ing been  the  officer  in  charge  at  said  arsenal  at  the  time  claimant  received  the  injuries 
aforesaid,  gave  claimant  a  position  as  watchman  at  the  arsenal,  at  $1.50  per  da^, 
which  position  he  held  for  two  or  three  years,  and  performed  his  duty  by  sitting  in 
a  chair.  Another  commandiuj;  officer  then  came  to  said  arsenal,  who  dispensed 
with  the  services  of  claimant,  mforming  him  at  the  time  that  the  Government  did 
not  make  appropriations  to  pay  cripples.  This  is  the  only  work  claimant  has  per- 
formed and  the  only  money  ne  has  earned  since  the  date  of  his  injuries,  November 
6,  1880. 

IV.  The  plank  used  for  the  purpose  of  constructinj^  the  floor  on  toji  of  the  trestle 
in  question  were  old,  weather-beatenj  and  unfit  for  the  purpose  for  which  they  were 
being  used.  They  had  been  in  use  in  the  arsenal  hnilding,  and  some  of  them  had 
been  used  for  dumping  stone  on.  Claimant  was  familiar  with  the  condition  of  the 
plank,  having  seen  them  and  walked  upon  them  while  they  were  located  at  the 
arsenal  building.  The  plank  which  broke  under  claimant's  weight  had  be«'ii 
unloaded  from  the  car  or  truck  from  which  claimant  had  taken  the  plank  he  wa.s 
carrying.  Five  or  six  other  lal)orers  were  engaged  with  the  claimant  at  the  time  in 
the  work  of  unloadmg  the  plank  from  said  truck  or  car  and  stringing  the  same 
on  the  trestle.  No  foreman,  or  other  officer  or  agent  of  the  United  States,  was 
present  at  the  place  where  the  plank  were  being  unloaded  and  strung  on  the  trestle 
at  the  time  the  claimant  fell  as  aforesaid.  It  does  not  appear  from  the  testimony  in 
this  case  which  of  the  laborers  engaged  in  stringing  naid  plank  unloaded  and  laid  the 
plank  which  broke  with  the  claimant.  Claimant  was  intent  upon  the  performance 
of  his  duty  in  connection  with  unloading  and  stringing  said  plank,  and  he  did  not 
observe  tHe  condition  of  the  plank  upon  which  he  attempted  to  cross  from  one  bent 
of  the  trestle  to  another. 

V.  By  reason  of  the  injuries  received  as  aforesaid,  claimant  suffered  damage  in  the 
sum  of  five  thousand  dollars  ($5,000),  no  part  of  which  appears  to  have  been  paid  to 
him. 


Booth,  J.,  delivered  the  opinion  of  the  court: 

This  is  the  second  reference  of  this  bill  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1887,  commonly 
known  as  the  Tucker  Act.  Under  the  first  reference  findings  of  fact  were  reported 
by  the  court  and  duly  certified  to  Congress.  Under  the  second  reference  some  addi- 
tional testimonv  was  taken  and  presented  to  the  court  and  some  amendment  of  the 
findings  was  asked.  The  court  is  precluded  from  exercising  jurisdiction  under  the 
second  reference  of  the  same  bill  under  the  fourteenth  section  of  the  Tucker  Act 
onless  its  prior  findings  have  been  procured  through  the  misconduct  of  the  parties, 
their  attomevs  or  witnesses,  or  have  been  based  upon  false  and  fraudulent  testimony. 
(Adolph  Haftiens  v.  United  States,  42  C.  Cls.  R.,  42.)  There  is  nothing  in  the 
recora  before  us  bringing  this  case  within  the  TTartiens  case,  and  the  court  is  with- 
out authority  to  change  the  findings. 

The  second  resolution  rereferring  the  case  propounds  certain  interrogatories  to 
which  the  court  is  asked  to  make  answer.  The  interrogatories  so  propounded  are 
predicated  wholly  upon  the  legal  liability  of  the  defendants  for  the  injuries  occasioned 
the  claimant  as  set  forth  in  the  findings.  The  Congress  has  not  recognized  the  lia- 
bility of  the  Government  for  injuries  occasioned  hy  the  negligent  conduct  of  its 
agents.     The  question  of  relief  is  wholly  a  matter  of  legislative  discretion. 


BAHS   JPETBE  OtPrrOBMSBIT, 


The  court  did  not  sdd  to  its  fiDding^i  that  the  claimatit  wae  without  feult,  becun^ 
to  havt^  done  bo  wauld  have  been  a  coneludon  involving  not  odIv  the  qiie&tion  qI  wt 
ultkuate  fact  but  the  law  respecting  the  risk  of  the  elaimant  as  a  coemployee  with 
others  on  the  work  in  whieli  ho  was  engaged. 

It  is  because  the  claimant  has  no  legal  etantiin^  that  he  see  kg  relief  by  petJtloD  10 
Congreea  under  the  Tucker  Act,  The  facts  found  in  such  ca^e;*  ar«  for  the  inforona- 
don  of  Consrese,  to  enable  them  to  determine  whether  or  not  the  case  thereby  ttiade 
is  one  which  api>eal6  to  their  seDse  o^  jntsttce;  not  justice  bised  on  law^  nor  on  the 
Btrict  m lee  of  equity,  but  that  jugtiee  which  appeals  to  the  ^ense  of  right  between 
men  measured  by  moral  rather  than  legal  or  equitable  nileft.  The  application  of  eudi 
rulea  is  for  Congress  and  not  for  the  court.  Therefore  when  the  court  has  found  the 
fajtis  in  any  case  referred  to  it  under  the  Tucker  Act  and  certified  such  facts  to  Con- 
gress the  requireuients  of  the  statute  have  been  complied  with. 

In  the  case  of  Widmayer  and  Bates  i\  Ignited  Stateia  (42  C  Cle.  Rw),  the  court  «aid; 

'*Prechide<i  as  the  court  is  from  deciding  ismies  of  law  perta i inner  t^  Hability,  this 
report  can  neither  be  taken  as  a  judgment  nor  as  an  award.  Neither  i^  it  a  re^eom- 
raendation  for  tlie  payment  of  anything*  It  is  merely  a  recital  ol  the  proven  fjict£* 
Tbeee  facts  in  their  relation  to  the  law  only  constitute  material  to  enable  Congrese  to 
ereat4^  a  liability  b^  way  of  gift  at  (tiecretion,  Goneequenlly,  no  Tested  right  can  be 
considered  as  acquired  by  the  recital  of  facts/' 

While  the  reference  in  that  va^  was  un*ier  the  Bowman  Act,  the  opinion  of  th# 
court  is  directly  applicable  to  findings  of  fact  nnder  the  Tucker  Act,  Se«  also  the 
case  of  Taylor i\  United  States  (25  C.  Cla  R.,  75). 

This  case  is  a  forcible  illustration  of  the  limited  jurisdiction  of  the  court  in  refer* 
ences  under  the  fourteenth  section  of  the  Tucker  Act,  We  are  asked  to  defiae  the 
legal  status  of  the  claimant  under  the  findings  reported.  The  conclnaions  thn* 
reported  might  possibly  result  in  the  Uc]uidation  of  thia  particular  case  by  an  ade- 
quate appro] friati on,  and  many  claimants  with  equally  as  g«x>d  a  ca£»e,  with  lindin|F« 
equally  aa  favorable,  wherein  no  c6nclusions  of  law  appeared*  fail  of  succese  jmd  thi*ir 
claims  go  anpaid  betmuse  of  our  ju rial icti opal  litnitationti,  the  court  having  henHo- 
fora  r^porUr'^l  ^mlinga  in  similar  cases,  reciting  the  facts  prown,  without  any  cIim?!!^ 
aion  of  the  legal  status  of  the  clai  mam  thereunder- 

The  original  findings  of  this  court  will  agaia  be  transmitted  to  Oongrea^^  tofEBilier 
with  a  copy  of  this  opinion. 

Bt  THIS  Cacsr. 

Filed  March  %  1908, 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  10th  day  of  March,  IflOS. 

[snAu]  '^  Joeif  Rakx>olpb, 

AmxtnfU  Cl^k  OmH  0/  Claim*. 
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SCHOONER  HAZARD. 


LBTTE&  FROM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  0OT7BT  OF  CLAIMS 
T&ANSMITTING  A  COPY  OF  THE  CONCLUSIONS  OF  LAW  AND 
OF  FACT  IN  THE  FBENCH  SPOLIATION  CASES  BELATINO  TO  THE 
SCHOONER  HAZABD,  BABNABUS  TOX7NO,  MASTEB. 


March  11,  1908. —Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 


Court  of  Claims, 
Waahington,  D.  C,  March  10,  1908. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit  here- 
with the  findings  of  fact  and  condusions  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of 
January  20,  1885,  in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  an- 
nexed findings  by  the  court  relating  to  the  vessel  schooner  Hazard^ 
Barnabus  Young,  master. 

1  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Repre^e7itatives. 


[Court  of  Claims.    French  ipolUttiona.    Act  of  January  20, 1885;  23  Stat.  L.,  283;  Vol.  I,  Supp.  R.  8. 
2d  ed.,  471.    Vessel  schooner  Hazard,  Barnabus  Young,  master.] 

No.  ol  Claimant. 

case. 

312.    Jofihoa  D.  Upton,  administrator  of  Eben  Parsons,  v.  The  United  States. 

PBKLIMINABT  STATEMENT. 

This  case  was  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  13th  of  February,  190S.  The 
claimant  was  represented  by  John  W.  Butterfield,  eeq.,  and  the  United  States, 
defendants,  bythe  Attorney-General,  through  his  assistant  in  the  Department  of 
Justice,  John  W.  Trainer,  esq.,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney-General  John  Q. 
Thompson. 

FINDING^  OF  FACT. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence  and  after  hearing  the  arguments  and  considering  the 
same  with  the  briefs  of  counsel  on  each  side,  determine  the  facts  to  be  as  follows: 

I.  The  schooner  Hazard,  Barnabus  Young,  master,  sailed  on  a  commercial  voyage 
on  the  ^d  day  of  July,  1797,  from  Boston,  bound  to  Aux  Cayes.  While  peacefully 
pursuing  said  voyage  she  was  seized  on  the  high  seas  by  the  French  pnvateer  Xa 
7br<u«,  Captain  Kichard,  and  brought  into  the  roadstead  of  Port  de  Paix,  and  there 
by  the  commissioner  delegated  by  the  French  Republic  in  the  Leeward  Isles  dei'Iare<i 


SCHOONERHAMBD* 

to  b©  good  priKet  together  with  ber  cur^o  ft&d  &li  the  appnrtenaneei  thereof,  ao  Bcf** 
knnher  8,  I7t>7.     Tlie  grounds  of  said  tynJeTonatioii  were  a^t  follows: 

That  it  appeared  from  the  eea  letter  of  the  veseet  tbat  the  master  had  received  » 
written  order  from  an  Enijlieli  v&^9e\  to  enter  no  French  port. 

That  the  &aid  sea  letter ^s  not  for  the  present  vo>age. 

Tlmt  instead  of  goinj;^  to  Giia<kiIoUTit%  his  deHtinatioiiT  bis  route  was  Calse,  havinj^ 
aiiile<l  direct  from  Boston  to  Martinique. 

That  Captain  Young  wae  in  the  habit  of  entering  port@  in  rehellioD  against  Franer 
and  of  concealing  hiJS  true  det^tination. 

II.  The  Hazard  wa^  a  duly  re^iifttcred  ve^el  of  the  United  States  of  47 M  ton** 
burden,  belonging  to  the  port  of  BoHton,  Ma8s,T  hniltin  the  year  17S4,and  was  owned 
Kolelv  by  Eben  Parsons^  a  citizen  of  the  United  *Statea» 

lit.  Thecati^o  of  the  Hazard  at  the  time  of  capture  consisted  of  codfish^  beef,  pork, 
bntlerj  brandy,  hoops,  pipe,  sf a\  pe-,  fioiir,  and  ^t^  aud  was  owned  by  sold  KtH*n 
Parsons,  and  was  of  the  value  of  f o,2ti0,ft9. 

IV.  The  lossea  to  the  said  Ehf^n  Par&onsi  l>y  reason  of  said  seizure  aud  condonina- 
tion  were  ae  follows: 

Value  of  vesfsels.,* ,,..._, .     ,„ $1,175.00 

Freight  earn  in  ga  .- - - - 78it.OC* 

Value  of  cargo  , , * 5,260.5^ 

Total ,, , 7,218.^ 

The  daiiiiant  ha.H  produced  letterj^  of  adrninistration  on  the  estate  of  the  party  for 
whom  he  appears  ami  has  otherwii^e  pioved  to  the  satitifaction  of  the  court  that  tht< 
pemon  for  niio^  estates  he  ban  filed  claims  is  in  fact  the  eame  perion  who  suffered 
to^  by  n'as^on  of  the  seizure  and  oondeui nation  of  the  schooner  Ijatard,  as  set  forth 
in  the" preceding  findings. 

?aid  r*laim  waa  not  emhrat^ed  in  the  eon  ven  tion  between  the  United  States  and  the 
ReiHihlic  ol  France  rancluded  on  the  SOth  of  April,  1803.  It  was  not  a  olaim  growings 
ont  ijf  the  acts  of  France  allowed  and  psdd  in  w^hole  or  in  part  under  the  provi&ioi» 
uf  the  treaty  between  the  United  States  and  Spain  concluded  on  the  22d  of  Februar^% 
18 IH,  and  wfts  not  allowed  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the  provisioui  of  the  tTeaty 
hi^tween  the  United  States  and  France  of  the  4th  of  July,  IKil. 

The  claimant^  in  hi£  reprosentative  capacity,  waa  the  owner  of  said  dalju^  whidi 
hiis  ne%*er  been  assigned  except  a.^  afim^said. 

COIfCLtrSTONB  OF  LAW. 

The  court  decides  a^  conclusions  of  law  ttkat  said  seizure  and  condemnation  were 
iltdgml,  and  the  owners  and  insurers  had  valid  claims  of  indemnity  therefor  upon  th» 

French  Government  prior  to  tho  rati fioa tion  of  the  convention  hi^twei^n  the  Unite*! 

said  claim  was  relinquished  to  France  by  the  Government  of  the  l'nit(^l  ^^tates  !>y 
said  treaty  in  part  consideration  of  the  relinquishment  of  certain  national  claims  of 
France  against  the  United  8tates;  and  that  the  claimant  is  entitled  to  the  foll«»\ving 
sums  from  the  United  States: 

Joshua  D.  Upton,  administrator  of  Eben  Parsons,  seven  thousand  two  hundred 
and  eighteen  dollars  and  fifty-nine  cents  ($7,218.59). 

Amounting  in  all  to  seven  thousand  two  hundred  and  eighteen  dollars  and  tiftv- 
nine  cents  ($7,218.59). 

By  the  Court. 

Filed  March  9,  1908. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  9th  day  of  March,  1908. 

[seal.]  John  Randolph, 

AsgiftarU  Clerk  Oourt  of  Qaifiu. 

o. 
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TRUSTEES  OF  METHODIST  EPISCOPAL  CHURCH  SOUTH, 
PINE  BLUFF,  ARK. 


LETTER  FBOM  THE  ASSISTANT  OLEBE  OF  THE  0OT7BT  OF  OLAIUB 
TEANSMITTINO  A  COPT  OF  THE  FINDINOS  FILED  BT  THE  0OT7BT 
IX  THE  OASE  OF  B.  H.  M.  MILLS,  FBESIDENT  OF  BOABD  OF 
TBUSTEES  OF  THE  M.  E.  0HT7BCH  SOUTH,  OF  PINE  BLT7FF,  ABX., 
AGAINST  THE  T7NITED  STATES. 


Margh  13,  1908.— Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

Washington^  March  12^  1908. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court  I  transmit  herewith  a  certified 
copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause,  which 
case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  resolution  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives under  the  act  of  March  3,  1887,  known  as  the  Tucker  Act. 
I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Court  of  Claims.    Con^ressloDal,  No.  12187.    R.  H.  M.  Mills,  preddent  of  the  board  of  trostees  of  the 
Methodist  Episcopal  Church  South  of  Pine  BluH,  Ark.,  v.  The  United  States.] 

STATEMENT  OF  CASE. 

This  is  a  claim  for  use,  occupation,  and  damages  by  the  military  forces  of  the 
UnitM  States  during  the  war  for  the  suppression  of  the  rebellion.  On  the  31st  day 
of  March,  1906,  the  United  States  Ilou^e  of  Representatives  referred  to  the  court  a 
bill  in  the  foDowing  words: 

"[H.  R.3959.    69th  Cong.,  1st  seas.] 

**A  BILL  for  the  relief  of  the  trustees  of  the  Methodist  Episcopal  Church  South  of  Pine  Blufl, 

Arkansas. 

'*  jB«  \X  enacted  by  the  Seriate  and  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United  States  of  Amer^ 
tea  in  Conaress  assembled,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be,  and  he  is  hereby, 
authorized  and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise 
appropriated,  to  the  trustees  of  the  Methodist  Episcopal  Church  South  of  Pine 
Bluff,  Arkansas,  the  sum  of  three  thousand  one  hundred  and  fifty  dollars,  for  use 
of  and  damage  done  to  their  church  i)roperty  by  the  military  forces  of  the  Unitcxi 
States  during  the  late  war  of  the  rebellion." 
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TItlTOTEES   OF   M.    E.    CBTTBOH   SOUTH,    WHK    »L0rP,    ABC, 

The  aaid  truiteas  of  said  cburcb.  by  their  president,  R.  H.  51,  Mills,  through  their 
utloriite}r,  John  B.  Dtifiie,  appearea  Id  this  c;oiirt  Maf  18j  1906^  aad  Eled  their  peti- 
tion, in  which  it  ia  enbatartmlly  averred: 

That  aboat  tlie  Ist  day  of  October,  1864,  a  part  of  the  Unit<Hi  States  Army,  ander 
the  command  of  Gan*  PoweU  Clajton,  took  possession  of  the  Methodist  Ept«eopai 
Church  South,  then  iitu^ted  i el  the  towo  of  Pine  Bluff,  ami  did  eoDtmuou^ly  hold 
posae&ssion  of  said  church  for  the  period  of  one  yeiir  or  more;  that  m  to  Bay,  from 
attout  the  1st  of  October,  18&4,  tin  til  about  the  let  of  November,  l^^^  for  the  uae 
of  ^d  purt  of  said  army* 

That  at  the  time  of  uaid  taking  said  churdi  waa  comparatively  new  and  m  good 
condition. 

That  the  articles  that  were  in  Baid  ehtirch,  at  the  time  taken  poss^e^on  of,  wefS 
worth  S750,  which  cod  si  sled  of  i?eats  wortJ)  $600;  p^jlpit,  $KX);  Sunday  school  Ubriir}fp 
ISO.     These  things  were  taken  oGt  of  the  church  »ud  hnally  destimed. 

For  the  tiae  of  the  church  butlding»  from  about  l^ctober  1,  lSti4,  for  twelve tnontbv 
at  $125  per  month,  1 1,600.  During  the  time  said  church  was  so  occupied  il  wafe  ua»l 
for  the  stoni^  of  commteeary  and  other  army  euppLies,  doing  great  damai^  to  thm 
church  in  the  sum  of  |900. 

The  pews  fio  destroyed,  value  1600;  the  puJpit  m  deetroyedj  yaJne  flOO;  tbier  Son- 
day  ichool  library  so  deetroveii,  value  ^^,  making  a  total  of  $3,150. 

The  case  was  trough t  to  tearing  on  loyalty  and  merits  on  the  I3th  day  of  J&Qti* 
ary,  1008. 

John  S,  Duffie  appeared  for  the  claim  ant,  and  the  Attomey-Genoial,  by  Clark 
l^IcKercher,  his  ae^istant  ami  under  his  direction,  appeared  for  the  defense  ami  prcK 
tection  of  the  interests  of  the  United  States, 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  considerlDg  the  briefs  and  argum^atnl 
ooonael  on  both  sides,  makes  the  foUowiog 

undiitgs  ov  fact. 

L  The  Methodist  Episcopal  Church  South,  of  Pioe  Bluff*  Art;,  as  mn  OOpii]; 

dm  m 


was  loval  to  the  Government  of  the  Dnite^l  States  throiiv'hnut  the  lale  C«V 

IL  iJuriDj?  tlie  laid  period  the  military  foreei  of  tlie  United  &^ fates*,  by  pr 
authority,  took  posseseion  of  the  church  huilding  deecriljed  in  the  petit ioo  mm  ' 
and  occupied  the  sftme  for  the  storage  of  oommiaBary  and  o^her  supplies  and  <iiUBa|e«d 
the  same.  The  reasonable  rental  value  of  such  us@  and  occuf nation,  tog^tll^r  milti 
damages  thereto  in  exee^  of  onlinary  wear  and  tear,  was  then  and  there  tlie  mam  of 
ooe  thousand  three  hundred  dollars  (11,300),  no  part  of  which  appeari  to!ui?i0  beift 
paid. 

111.  The  claim  herein  was  never  presented  to  any  Deimrtraent  of  the  Government 
prior  to  its  preaentatian  to  Congress  and  referencets  to  this  court  by  r^oluticm  of  tbi 
House  of  Heprejentatives,  as  hereinbefore  mcntioneti*  and  no  reason  is  given  why 
tb*^  Imr  of  nny  statute  of  limitation  phould  hi'  n  rnuved  or  nhieh  shall  be  chtiined  to 
excuse  the  claimant  for  not  having  resorted  to  any  established  legal  remedy. 

By  the  Coubt. 
Filed  February  3,  1908. 
A  true  copy. 

Test  this  Uth  March,  1908. 
[seal.]  John  Randolph, 

Asmtani  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
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BRIG  SOPHIA. 


LETTEB  FROM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEBE  OF  THE  COXTBT  OF  CLAIMS 
TBANSMITTING  A  COPY  OF  THE  CONCLUSIONS  OF  LAW  AND  OF 
FACT  IN  THE  FBENCH  SPOLIATION  CASES  RELATING  TO  THE 
BBIQ  SOPHIA,  AMBROSE  SHIBLET,  MASTER. 


March  16,  1908. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 


Court  of  Claims, 
Washington,  D.  (7.,  March  16,  1908. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit  here- 
with the  conclusions  of  fact  and  of  law  tiled  under  the  act  of  January 
20,  1885,  in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed  find- 
ings by  the  court  relating  to  the  vessel  brig  Sophia^  Ambrose  Shirley, 
maister. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
A8»i8tant  Clerk  Court  of  Claima. 
Hon.  JosKPH  G.  Cannon, 

Sjjtaker  oftlie  House  of  Representatives. 


[Coart  of  ClalmB.    French  spoliations.    Brig  Sophia,  Ambrose  Shirley,  master.] 

^c2«*:'  «•'■>""'»• 

2845.    James  L.  Hubard,  administrator  of  William  Pennock. 

1317.    The  president  and  directors  of  the  Insurance  Company  of  North  America. 

2724.     Bas.'^ett  A.  Marsden,  administrator  of  Benjamin  Pollard. 

4112.    John  Neely,  administrator  of  John  Cowper;  R.  Manson  Smith,  administrator 

of  Francis  Smith;  Alexander  Proudfit,  administrator  of  John  Proudfit,  for 

and  on  behalf  of  the  firm  of  John  Proudfit  &  Co. 
5108.     George  H.  Gorman,  administrator  of  Matt  Anderson  and  Ben  Dabney. 
3840.     Peter  F.  Schliecker,  administrator  of  John  M.  Burti 

PRELIMINABY  GTATEMENT. 

This  case  was  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  18th  day  of  Febrnary,  1908. 

The  claimants  were  represented  by  George  A.  &  William  B.  King,  with  whom 
were  Lyon  &  Lyon  and  Curtis  &  Pickett,  and  the  United  States,  defendant,  by  the 
Attomey-Cieneral,  through  his  assistant  in  the  Department  of  Justice,  John  W. 
Trainer,  esq.,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney-General  John  Q.  Thompson. 

liNOINOS  OF  FACT. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence  and  after  hearing  the  argument  and  considering  the 
same  with  the  briefs  of  counsel  on  each  side,  determine  the  facts  to  be  as  follows: 

I.  The  brij?  S)phia,  Ambro;-?e  Shirley,  master,  Failed  on  a  commercial  voyage 
August  2,  1797,  from  Norfolk,  Va.,  bound  for  the  inland  of  Jamaica.  While  peace- 
fully pursuing  said  voyage  she  was  seized  on  the  high  seas  Se^t/ei\xiVi««  \i^\:iSf\^\s^ 


3  ^^-^^^^  ggjQ   80PHIA- 

the  French  privateer  La  Feanmm^  Capt.  Lewie  Trestan,  and  carried  into  Santid|^ 
de  Cuba. 

IL  The  vessel  and  her  car^  were  afterwards  condeamffd  by  the  French  prize 
triliunal  Bitting  at  Cape  Frant'oie  in  the  iBland  of  Haiti,  on  the  |rround  that  although 
ihe  had  on  t>oard  her  re^l^ter,  sea  Idlter,  and  bill  of  lading^  ene  was  boiisd  to  tbe 
island  of  Jamaica^  an  EngliBh  in^iand. 

III,  The  'Sinthiti  waa  a  daly  registered  vessel  of  the  United  States  belonging  to  the 
port  of  Norfolk,  Va*,  of  1S0||  tons  burden,  built  in  the  6tat«t  of  Connecticut  in  the 
ycsar  1793,  and  was  owned  solely  by  WiUkm  Pen  not  k  and  William  L  Hunter^ 
citiKens  of  the  United  Statej?. 

IV,  The  cargo  of  the  Stjphia  at  the  ttme  of  capture  consisted  of  ptav^^  ahingle^, 
herring,  gin,  bitindy,  fish,  peaH.  oysterw,  and  Ijoar^la^  and  the  tmrno:  ivaa  the  property 
of  the  I'wners  oi  the  vesejel,  and  was  of  the  value  of  f  1,230. 27. 

Ambrose  Hhirlev,  the  master^  wast  the  owner  of  an  adventure  on  board,  whicb  waa 
of  the  value  oi  at  least  the  suiu  of  $049.  76h  the  amount  of  insumnce  paid  thereon. 

V,  The  los9  by  reason  uf  said  seizure  add  coudenmatioii  wus  as  foUowe: 

Value  of  ve^el_- $6,000.00 

Freigliteaniings ..- .,<.,... 1,970.00 

Vttlne  or  cargo  -_.. ...,,. 1,239.27 

Adv en tiire  of  master  {os  far  a*  covered  liy  ini^n rani'*? L^--- ,,-,„,,,,  649. 76 

FremJuaJs  of  in^unmce  paid  on  insurance  effected  before  capture ^7. 50 

Amounting  in  all  to  ..,,»,.„,,,....,„..._. ft,  506-  53 

VI,  The  lOBS  of  William  Pen  nock  by  reason  of  said  eeiEiire  and  condemnation  waa 
KB  follows: 

One-half  value  of  vessel , _„, .„„ „, $2,500.00 

Ono-halE  freight  earninga _. ,__,.. , t»85.  00 

One-half  value  of  cargo  _..,..,,.. ,, ,,.,,, 619, M 

Ou Behalf  premiums  oi  iunnrance  paid  on  insurance  e£Eected  before  capture.  323,  75 

Amounting  in  all  to - --»,- ,,,-    4^428.  39 

Deduct  one- half  in^iuranL-e  paid  to  Hunter  and  Pennock 3»  955, 2S 

Net  low, „. „- .„„. -- ,.---        473,11 

VI I,  October  21^  1797,  George  Plumated,  a^  agent  for  William  Pennock  and 
William  L  Hunt+*r,  caused  insurance  to  be  effected  on  the  veasel  in  the  sum  of  $2jt*50 
in  the  ottit^e  of  the  Insuram^e  Company  of  North  America,  paying  therefor  a  premium 
of  22i  per  cent* 

April  12,  1798,  said  insurance  company  duly  paid  the  eaid  assured  the  sum  of 
|2j5t)7,  being  in  full  for  a  total  loss  leaa  the  custom ary  abatement  of  2  per  cent. 

October  21,  1797^  George  Phmi,«ted,  as  agent  for  William  Pennock  and  William  I, 
Hunter,  caused  insurance  to  bo  effected  on  the  cargo  in  the  sum  of  $1,722  in  the  In* 
surance  Company  of  North  America,  paying  therefor  a  premium  of  22 i  per  cent. 

April  12,  ]7y8,  sidd  insurance  iiompany  duly  paid  the  said  assured  the  sum  of 
$1,687.56,  being  in  full  for  a  total  loss  less  the  cuatoraarv  abatement  of  2  per  cent. 

October  21,  1797,  Gcor^^e  Plumf^ied,  ^^  agent  for  Ambrose  Jr^hi Hey,  effected  insur- 
ance on  an  adventure  belonging  to  the  said  Shirley  on  the  m\d  ve^ssel  in  the  sum  of 
$6fi6  in  the  ofhie  of  the  Insurance  Company  of  North  America^  paying  therefor  a 
premium  of  ^2^  per  cent. 

July  9,  1798,  said  in^^u ranee  company  duly  paid  the  aatd  assured  the  sum  of 
$649. 1 6,  being  in  full  for  a  total  loKS  less  the  cuMomary  abatement  of  2  per  cent. 

July  2fl,  1797t  Williiim  Pennock,  for  himself  and  William  1.  Hunter,  effected  insur- 
ance in  the  fiffice  of  John  Granbi^rry,  insurance  broker  of  Norfolk,  on  the  vessel  in 
the  sum  of  ^3,700,  paying  therefor  a  premium  of  17i  per  ccut  by  a  policy  underwrit- 
ten as  follows,  viz: 

James  Young  . , - - , .  - .  -  $300 

John  Cow  per _.,,..,,, ..,  . 600 

Francis  s^mlth , ..^ ^- .......... ..... 200 

John  Brown  .*-.., - -  40O 

Benjamin  Pol  lard , ,,.,,...,.,,_..,. ^, ,,*__**.,,_,,  300 

John  Proudtit&Co  ,,..,,, ,..„  400 

Joh n  Kearnes- - 200 

James  Caton . ,  ^ .,..._, , , ....._,,*,,..,,,,.,._ ,,..,,,.  300 

Mat.  Anderson.. ...-. .-... 300 

Ben.  Dabuey .....,, WO 

MoBm  MyeT3„.. ..- - —  --- .,,.,, -  500 
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Thereafter  John  Granberry,  as  agent,  duly  paid  the  said  as^ared  the  sum  of  $3,626, 
bein^  in  full  for  a  total  loss  less  the  customary  abatement  of  2  per  cent. 

VIII.  The  firm  of  John  Proudfit  &  Co.  was  composed  of  John  M.  Nesbitt,  David 
H.  Convngham,  David  Stewart,  David  C.  Stewart.  John  Proudfit,  and  John  Stewart 

The  firm  of  John  Cowper  &  Co.  was  composed  of  John  Cowper,  Joseph  Cowper, 
William  Cowper,  and  Robert  Cowper.  Saia  John  Cowper  was  the  survivor  of  the 
firm. 

IX.  Counterclaim. — ^The  defendants  have  filed  a  counterclaim  against  John  Proudfit 
in  the  sum  of  $736.34,  alleging  that  he  was  indebted  to  the  United  States  in  that  sum 
on  certain  unpaid  custom-nouse  bonds.  No  evidence  is  produced  showing  the  pay- 
ment or  cancellation  of  said  bonds. 

The  claimants  have  produced  letters  of  administration  on  the  estates  of  the  parties 
for  whom  they  appear,  and  have  otherwise  proved  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  court 
that  the  persons  for  whose  estates  they  have  filed  claims  are  in  fact  the  same  persons 
who  suffered  loss  by  reason  of  the  seizure  and  condenmation  of  the  brig  Sophia,  as 
set  forth  in  the  preceding  findings. 

Said  claims  were  not  embraced  in  the  convention  between  the  United  States  and 
the  Republic  of  France  concluded  on  the  30th  of  April,  1803.  They  were  not  claims 
growing  out  of  the  acts  of  France  allowed  and  paid  in  whole  or  m  part  under  the 
provisions  of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States  and  Spain  concluaed  on  the  22d 
of  February,  1819,  ana  were  not  allowed  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the  provisions  of 
the  treaty  between  the  United  States  and  France  of  the  4th  of  July,  1831. 

The  claimants,  in  their  representative  capacity,  are  the  owners  of  said  claims  which 
have  never  been  assigned  except  as  aforesaid. 

CONCLUSIONS  OF  LAW. 

The  court  decides  as  conclusions  of  law  that  said  seizure  and  condemnation  were 
illegal,  and  the  owners  and  insurers  had  valid  claims  of  indemnity  therefor  upon  the 
French  Government  prior  to  the  ratifi<-ation  of  the  convention  between  the  United 
States  and  the  French  Republic,  concluded  on  the  30th  day  of  September,  1800; 
that  said  claims  were  relinquished  to  France  by  the  Government  of  the  United  States 
by  said  treaty  in  part  consideration  of  the  relinquishment  of  certain  national  cla'ms 
of  France  against  the  United  States,  and  that  the  claimants  are  entitled  to  the  fol- 
lowing sums  from  the  United  States: 

The  president  and  directors  of  the  Insurance  Company  of  North  America, 

four  thousand  nine  hundred  and  thirty-four  dollars  and  thirty-two  cents.  $4, 934. 32 
James  L.  Hubard,  administrator  of  William  Pennock,  four  hundred  and 

seventy-three  dollars  and  eleven  cents. 473. 11 

Bassett  A.  Marsden,  administrator  of  Benjamin  Pollard,  two  hundred  and 

ninety-four  dollars ' 294. 00 

John  Neely,  administrator  of  John  Cowper,   surviving  partner  of  John 

Cowper  &  Co.,  four  hundred  and  ninety  dollars 490.00 

R.   Manson  Smith,  administrator  of  Francis  Smith,  one  hundred  and 

ninety-six  dollars 196. 00 

Alexander  Proudfit,  administrator  of  John  Proudfit,  for  and  on  behalf  of 

the  firm  of  John  Proudfit  &  Co.,  three  hundred  and  ninety-two  dollars.  392. 00 
George  H.  Gorman,  administrator  of  Mat  Anderson,  two  hundred  and 

ninety-four  dollars 294. 00 

George  H.  Gorman,  administrator  of  Ben.  Dabney,  two  hundred  and 

ninetv-four  dollars 294.00 


7,367.43 

Amounting  in  all  to  seven  thousand  three  hundred  and  sixty-seven  dollars  and 
forty-three  cents. 

Peter  F.  Sohliecker,  administrator  of  John  M.  Burt,  has  proved  no  valid  claim. 

No  person  claiming  to  represent  William  I.  Hunter,  James  Young,  John  Brown, 
John  Ki'ames,  James  Caton,  and  Moses  Myers  have  appeared  herein. 

Bt  ths  Court. 

Filed  March  9,  1908. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  16th  day  of  March,  1908. 

[seal.]  John  Randolph, 

Asgistant  Clerk  Court  of  CUlxim. 


60th  Congress,  J  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES,  ©ocument 

1st  Session.      |  1   No.  787. 


BRIG  DIANA. 


LETTEB  FBOM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLERK  OF  THE  COUBT  OF  CLAIMS 
TRANSMITTING  A  COPT  OF  4?HS  CONCLUSIONS  OF  LAW  AND  OF 
FACT  IN  THE  FRENCH  SPOLIATION  CASES  RELATING  TO  THE 
BRIG  DIANA,  JOHN  WALKER,  MASTER. 


Mabch  16,  1908.— Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 


Court  op  Claims, 
Washington^  D.  (7.,  March  14^  1908. 
Sir:  Pursuunt  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit  here- 
with the  lindinc^s  of  fact  and  conclusions  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of 
January  20,  1885,  in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed 
findint^s  by  the  court  relating  to  the  vessel  brig  Diana^  John  Walker, 
master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Cov/rt  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Court  of  Clalnu.    French  spoliations.    Act  of  January  20, 1885;  28  Stat.  L.,  288;  vol.  1,  Supplement 
to  R.  8.,  2d  ed.,  471.    VesBel  brig  Diana,  John  Walker,  master.] 

No.  of 
case.  Claimant. 

30.     Edmund  D.  Codman,  administrator  of  William  Gray,  r.  The  United  States. 
1608.     Francis  M.  Boutwell,  administrator  of  Thomas  Geyer,  t>.  The  United  States. 
Geor^^e  G.   King,  administrator  of  Frederick   William  Geyer,  jr.,  v.  The 
United  States. 
1864.     Brooks  Adams,  administrator  of  Peter  Chardon  Brooks,  r.  The  United  States. 
2027.     Georjje  G.  Kini?,  adminij^trator  of  Crowell  Hatch,  v.  The  United  States. 
3485.     Charles  T.  Lovering,  administrator  of  Joseph  Taylor,  r.  The  United  States. 
William  G.  Perry,  administrator  of  Nicholas  Gilman,  v.  The  United  States. 
Thomas  N.  Perkms,  administrator  of  John  C.  Jones,  t>.  The  United  States. 
William  Ropes  Trask,  administrator  of  Thomas  Amory,  v.  The  United  States. 
Frank  Dabney,  administrator  of  Samuel  Wyllys  Pomeroy,  v.  The  United 
State*. 

PRELIMINABT  STATEMENT. 

These  cases  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  13th  day  of  February, 
190s.  The  claimant^*  were  represented  by  William  T.  S.  Curtis,  Theo<lore  J.  Pickett, 
and  Charles  \V.  Clajzett,  osqs.,  and  the  United  States,  defendants,  bv  the  Attorney- 
(ioneral,  throujrh  his  assistant  in  the  Department  of  Justice,  John  VV.  Trainer,  esq., 
with  whom  was  A&<istaut  Attorney-General  John  Q.  Thompson. 


WBm  mA'EtA, 


FINDINOB  or  FACT» 


Tho  ontirt,  upon  the  evidence  and  iiher  heafini?  the  OTgnmentsand  condderiog  Ibe 
i&me  witb  the  oriefi?  of  conn^l  on  each  side,  determine  the  fact*?  to  be  aa  foUowi*: 

I,  The  brig  EHaaaf  whereof  John  Walker  wa*  then  master,  eaileii  on  a  commercjaJ 
vojage  from  Boeton  oo  July  13,  1798,  bound  for  Martmiqua  WhiJe  peact'fulljf  pnr- 
BQliig  said  voyage  in  company  with  the  brig  Ceres^  Dogget,  master^  she  was  seLsed  on 
the  Sigh  eeaeJuiy  27,  1798,  by  the  Fcencb  frigate  Deeafh^  Captain  VilJeneau,  which 
afterwards  oleo  seized  the  Or«. 

The  said  John  Walker,  maiter  of  the  Biana,  together  with  all  his  fjapem^  w»s 
carried  on  board  the  Dehmk,  the  commander  of  which  condemned  hig  rei^i^j  and 
cai^o  for  the  reason  that  she  S¥a&  boimd  to  an  Engllflh  port. 

Upon  the  iebaire  of  the  Cb-rw,  the  master  of  the  7>'ona  and  her  cargo,  tocher  with 
the  crew  of  a  brig  from  Newbnryport  then  on  board  the  Decade ^  were  aent  on  boani 
and  told  to  go  where  they  wiahedi  whereupon  ^he  continuet)  her  voyage  to  Martini^tic^ 
where  she  duly  arriverl.  A  prize  crew  waa  placed  on  Ijoarii  the  IH*tna  with  djreetioais 
to  carry  her  to  France,  bnt  what  eubiequentiy  became  of  her  doe^  not  appear  bey^ood 
that  both  ve^iael  and  car^  became  a  total  loss  to  y^ie  owners  thereof, 

II,  The  Diana  was  a  duly  registered  vcasel  of  the  United  8tat<^,  of  157  69*^  tons 
burden,  built  in  MaesathuHetts  in  the  year  1792,  and  owried  solely  by  Frederick 
William  Geyer^  jr.,  and  Thomaa  Geyer,  citizens  of  the  United  Staler  residing  in 
Boston* 

IlL  The  cargo  of  the  Dtana  at  the  time  of  capture  coneidted  of  lumber,  candles^ 
whale  oilf  ^our^  hoops,  fiih,  itavee^  and  beudhiK^,  and  Mm  of  the  vslue  p^er  invoice 
of  16^948.14^  exclusive  of  preminms  of  insurance,  and  was  owned  by  the  said  Ffed- 
erick  William  Geyer,  jr.,  and  Thomas  Geyer  in  the  proportion  of  one^boU,  and 
Laugar  and  Pinele*,  citiKena  of  Slartinione^  in  the  proportion  of  otie-balf* 

IV.  The  losses  to  aaid  Ft^edeHck  William  Geyer,  jr.,  and  Thomaa  Geyer  by  reasDti 
of  the  eeiztire  of  the  Diana  were  as  follows: 

Value  of  vespel .-,....<.,,,---,,-, Ifi^SSOlOO 

PretRht  earninga , , 2, 617*  00 

Value  of  their  portion  of  c^rgo ._,.,._.,, _  _ S^  474. 07 

Amounting  in  all  to,. , 12,371.07 

Deduct  iuBumnce  received **,- * ^.,_ ,,. S, 500, 00 

Net  loss  (one-half  to  each)-. ,_.., _ 8;pi71,07 

V.  August  9,  1798,  Frederick  William  Geyer^  jr.,  and  Thomas  Geyer^  in  tlic^ova 
behalf,  procured  through  the  agi?ncy  of  Joit'ith  Taylor  insurance  on  one-b«lf  of  tbA 
cargo  In  the  aum  of  13,500,  paying  tberalor  a  premium  of  IB  per  cent,  »id  pciUejr 
being  underwritten  by  the  following-named  citizens  nf  the  United  State^  each  in 
the  t^ura  set  opiHj,-lte  hl;^  name,  viz: 

William  Gray $2,000 

John  C.  Jones 500 

Samuel  W.  Pomeroy 500 

Thomas  Amory 250 

Nicholas  Gilman 250 

Thereafter  the  said  injured  duly  received  from  said  Joseph  Taylor,  agent  for  the 
insurers,  the  sum  of  $3,500,  being  in  full  for  a  total  lo.ss  on  said  policy  by  reason  of 
the  premises. 

No  recovery  can  be  had  by  the  insured  for  the  premium  so  paid  as  above,  the  said 
policy  being  dated  subsequent  to  the  capture  herein. 

VI.  In  the  case  of  the  brig  Dove,  William  McN.  Watts,  master,  it  was  found  that 
Thomas  Geyer  wa^^  indebted  to  the  United  States  on  certain  unpaid  custom-house 
bonds  in  the  sum  of  $5,134.51),  and  that  his  loss  on  the  Dove  and  cargo  was  $2,984. 7o, 
thus  leaving  a  balance  of  $2,149.84  still  due  to  the  United  States.  The  court  finds 
herein  that  the  loss  of  said  Thomas  Geyer  on  the  Diana  was  $4,435.54,  lea\ing  a  bal- 
ance in  fiivor  of  said  Thomas  (ieyer  in  the  sum  of  $2,285.70. 

VII.  The  defendants  have  tiled  a  counterclaim  alleging  that  the  original  claimant, 
FrtMK'rick  William  Geyor,  jr.,  was  indebted  to  the  United  States  in  the  sum  of 
$10,032.87  on  certain  unpaid  ciistoni-honsc  bonds.  No  record  of  payment  thereof 
has  \)vvn  prodiifcd  from  the  collector's  office  at  Boston. 

\'1II.  The  loss  to  Laugar  t*t  Pinele  by  reiv*on  of  the  seizure  of  the  cargo  of  the 
J)iann  was  fully  covere<l  l)y  the  insurance  paid  them  by  the  underwriters  in  theotfic-e 
of  Peter  C.  Brooks,  insurance  broker  of   Boston.     It  appearing  that  said   Laogar  dc 
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BBIG   DIANA.  3 

Pinele  were  not  citizens  of  the  United  States,  the  underwriters  on  the  said  policy 
are  entitled  to  no  recovery  herein. 

The  claimants  have  produced  letters  of  administration  on  the  estates  of  the  parties 
for  whom  they  appear,  and  have  otherwise  proved  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  court  that 
the  persons  for  whose  estates  they  have  filed  claims  are  in  fact  the  same  persons  who 
Buffered  loss  by  reason  of  the  seizure  of  the  brig  Diana  as  set  forth  in  the  preceding 
findings. 

Said  claims  were  not  embraced  in  the  convention  between  the  United  States  and 
the  Republic  of  France  concluded  on  the  30th  of  April,  1803.  They  were  not  claims 
growing  out  of  the  acts  of  France  allowed  and  paid  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the 
provisions  of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States  and  Spain  concluded  on  the  22d 
of  February,  1819,  ana  were  not  allowed  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the  provisions  of 
the  treaty  between  the  United  States  and  France  of  the  4th  of  July,  1831. 

The  claimants  in  their  representative  capacity  are  the  owners  of  said  claims,  which 
have  never  been  assigned  except  as  aforesaid. 

CONCLUSIONS  OP  LAW. 

The  court  decides  as  conclusions  of  law  that  said  seizure  and  condemnation  were 
illegal,  and  the  owners  and  insurers  had  valid  claims  of  indemnity  therefor  upon  the 
French  Government  prior  to  the  ratification  of  the  convention  iJetween  the  United 
N  States  and  the  French  Republic,  concluded  on  the  30th  day  of  September,  1800;  that 
said  claims  were  relinquisned  to  France  by  the  Government  of  the  United  States  by 
said  treaty  in  part  consideration  of  the  relinquishment  of  certain  national  claims  of 
France  against  the  Unite<l  States,  and  that  the  claimants  are  entitled  to  the  following 
sums  from  the  United  States: 

Francis  M.  Bontwell,  administrator  of  Thomas  Geyer,  two  thousand  two 
hundred  and  eighty-five  dollars  and  seventy  cents $2, 285. 70 

Edmund  D.   Codman,   administrator  of    William  Gray,  two  thousand 
dollars / 2,000.00 

Thomas  N.  Perkins,  administrator  of  John  C.  Jones,  five  hundred  dollars.        500.00 

Frank  Dabney,  administrator  of  Samuel  W.  Pomeroy,  five  hundred  dol- 
lars   * 500.00 

William  Ropes  Trask,  administrator  of  Thomas  Amory,  two  hundred  and 
fifty  dollars 250.00 

William  G.  Perry,  administrator  of  Nicholas  Gilman,  two  hundred  and     . 
fifty  dollars 250.00 

Amounting  in  all  to  five  thousand  seven  hundred  and  eighty-five 

dollars  and  seven  cents 5, 785. 07 

(See  counterclaims  against  Thomas  Geyer  and  Frederick  William  Geyer,  jr.,  set 
forth  in  Findings  VI  and  VII.) 

Bt  thb  Court. 
Filed  March  9,  1908. 
A  true  copy. 

Test  this  14th  day  of  March,  1908. 
[seal.]  John  Randolph, 

AuiglarU  Clerk  CouH  of  ClaimM. 
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60th  Congress,  }  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  J  Document 
lat  Session.      J  J  No.  788. 


HARRIET  N.  LAIR. 


LETTEB  FROM  THE  ASSISTANT  diEBK  OF  THE  COXTBT  OF  CIiAIMS 
TBANSMITTING  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINaS  FILED  BY  THE  COURT 
IN  THE  CASE  OF  HARRIET  N.  LAIR  AGAINST  THE  UNITED 
STATES. 


Mabch  16,  1908.— Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

Washi7igto7i^  March  H^  1908, 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court,  I  transmit  herewith  a  certi- 
fied copy  of  the  findings  of  fact  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid 
cause,  which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War 
Claims,  House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883, 
known  as  the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Court  of  Claims.    CoDgressloDal,  No.  2850.    Harriet  N.  Lair  v.  The  United  States.] 

This  case  bein^  a  claim  for  supplies  or  stores  alleged  to  have  been  taken  by  or  fip- 
nished  to  the  military  forces  of  the  United  States  for  their  use  during  the  late  war  for  the 
suppression  of  the  rebellion,  the  court,  on  a  preliminary  inquiry,  finds  that  Harriet 
N.  Lair,  the  person  alleced  to  have  furnished  such  supplies  or  stores,  or  from  whom 
the  same  are  alleged  to  nave  been  taken,  was  loyal  to  tne  Government  of  the  United 
States  throughout  said  war. 

Bt  the  Court. 

Filed  November  4,  18S9. 


[Conrt  of  Clalma.    Congresslona]  case  No.  2860.    Harriet  N.  Lair  v.  The  United  States.] 
BTATKMENT  07  CA8B. 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  for  supplies  or  stores  alleged  to  have  been 
taken  by  or  furnished  to  the  military  forces  of  the  United  States  for  their  use  daring 
the  late  war  for  the  suppression  of  the  rebellion  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the 
Committee  on  War  Claims,  House  of  Representatives,  on  the  6th  day  of  Mardi,  ISSS. 
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HABElFt   K.   LAIB. 


On  a  prellminaiy  inquiry  the  court,  on  th^  4th  day  of  November,  ISS^^  found  that 
the  peri^on  aliej^ed  to  havti  furnished  the  fiuppliea  or  stores,  or  from  wboai  they  were 
alitiged  to  have  l>een  taken,  waa  loyai  to  tho  Government  of  tha  United  State* 
throughout  ^id  war. 

The  t-aae  w&a  brought  to  a  hearing  on  its  merits  on  the  10th  day  of  Februarj%  190e. 

Brandenburg  &  Brandenbur]g,  esqs.,  appeared  for  claimant,  and  the  At^trney- 
General  1  by  M.  L»  Biake»  e^o,  his  aspietant,  and  under  his  direction,  appeai*^  for 
the  defense  and  protection  of  the  interest*!  of  the  United  States* 

The  claiTnaut  in  her  petttiori  makes  the  foUowinic^  allegations; 

That  during  the  said  war  she  waa  a  resident  of  Pulaski  County,  State  of  Kentucky, 
and  was  the  owner  and  poewessor  on  her  farm,  in  naid  county  and  State,  of  certain 
quarientaai^ter  itor^e  ana  couimissary  auppliea^  which  in  the  »prin^  of  1862  were 
BeiBed  and  appropriated  to  th«^  use  of  the  military  fort-es  of  the  United  States  then 
Btalioned  and  operating  in  said  locality,  ac<2ording  to  the  foUowing  bill  of  it^me: 

SOOcordeof  wood  (timber),  at  |2_-. ._, ....-..-.*..  ^J,000 

200  cords  of  wood  trails)i  at|3._..-. , 400 

Total ,-... ,-,.-.. -     1,400 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence  and  after  the  conaideration  of  briefs  and  after  hearing 
the  ai^umente  of  the  respective  counsel,  makes  the  following 

FtNUlKO   OF  FACT. 

During  the  late  ci^  war  the  military  forces  of  the  United  States,  by  proper 
authority,  for  the  use  of  the  Amjy,  took  from  the  claimant  in  Pulaski  County,  Ky.. 
prcjperty  of  the  kind  and  character  described  in  the  petition  which  at  the  time  and 
place  of  taking  waa  reai^ouably  worth  the  sum  of  toree  hundred  and  fifty  dollars 
(|.^iM)),  no  part  of  which  ap|>ears  to  have  been  paid. 

Howry,  J.,  on  account  of  illness,  took  no  part  in  making  up  this  Ending. 

By  Tag  CouBT, 

Filed  February  25, 1908. 

A  true  t!(^py. 

Teat  thia  14th  day  of  Marchj  liKJS. 

[sfiAL-J  John  Randolph, 

Amstant  Clerk  Vourt  of  Qmmi, 


60th  Congress,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  J  Document 
let  Session.      J  1    No.  794. 


SHELBY  GRISHAM,  ADMINISTRATOR. 


LETTEB  FBOM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEBX  OF  THE  COUBT  OF  CLAIMS 
TKANSMITTIXa  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  COUBT 
IN  THE  CASE  OF  SHELBY  OBISHAM,  ADMINISTBATOB  OF  ES- 
TATE OF  DANIEL  THOMPSON,  DECEASED,  AGAINST  THE  XTNTTED 
STATES. 


Mabch  18,  1908.— Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

Washington^  March  17^  1908. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court,  I  transmit  herewith  a  cer- 
tified copy  of  the  finding  tiled  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War 
Claims,  House  of  Representa,tives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883, 
known  as  the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


(Court  of  Claims.  Congressional,  No.  10577.  Estate  of  Daniel  Thompson, deceased,  v.  The  United  States.] 

This  case  being  a  claim  for  supplies  or  stores  alleged  to  have  been  taken  by  or 
furnished  to  the  military  forces  of  the  United  States  for  their  use  during  the  late  war 
for  the  suppression  of  the  rebellion,  the  court,  on  a  preliminary  inquiry,  finds  that 
Daniel  Thompson,  deceased,  the  person  alleged  to  have  furnished  such  supplies  or 
stores,  or  from  whom  the  same  are  alleged  to  have  been  taken,  was  loyal  to  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  throughout  said  war. 

By  the  Court. 

Filed  January  14,  1908. 


[Court  of  Claimi.    Congressional,  No.  10577.    Shelby  Grisham,  administrator  of  estate  of  Daniel 
Thompson,  deceased,  v.  The  United  States.] 

STATEMENT  OF  CASS. 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  for  supplies  or  stores  alleged  to  have  bern  tnkcn 
by  or  furnished  to  the  military  forces  of  the  United  States  for  their  iisr  du'-i'  •'•<• 
late  war  for  the  puppression  of  the  rebellion,  was  transniitte<l  to  the  conrt  bv  ti  »•  • 
mittee  on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the  14th  «iay  oi  IMiiy,  i .  ^  J 
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BEBLBi:    eBISHAV. 


On  a  preliminary  inquiry  the  court,  on  the  14th  daj  of  January,  1908,  foand  that 
the  fn.'n?on  aileged  to  have  furnished  the  supplies  or  eUires^  or  irom  whom  they  wt^ro 
alle^«^  to  have  been  taken,  wcte  loyal  to  the  Govcirnmenl  of  the  United  StaM 
throughout  Baic!  war. 

The  taise  vi'fls  brought  to  a  hearing  on  its  merits  on  the  10th  day  of  Febraarr,  l@Od» 

Moyurs  ^  Ct^insiml  up  pea  red  l^yv  t^Uiiinantj  and  the  A  Iti^rney- General,  by  MslfiCktm 
A,  Colert,  0*^.,  hla  asaiHiunt  and  under  his  tUrection,  appeun^d  for  Uie  defenj^  and 
protectiofi  ol  the  interests  of  the  United  States. 

The  claimant  in  hia  petition  iiuike^  the  loliowing  allegatioaa: 

That  he  iB  a  citizen  of  the  LTnited  StataB,  residing  in  tiiecountv  of  Colbert,  StAte  ol 
Alabama;  that  he  i%!  the  duly  aj^^poiriteii,  aetin^i  and  qiia^itii^i  a<lsninLsLraCor  of  «elMt« 
of  thin  lei  Thorn  p^ii,  late  of  said  county  atnl  SUit^. 

ThiJt  doling  tne  late  civil  war  ^4i<i  Uaniei  Tliornpson  was  a  citizen  of  th#  Ctiltod 
SttUrx,  ru^iding  in  said  cotinty  a^d  ^tatt/;  that  d tiring  loaid  war  the  United  8tat«ii 
milit^^ry  forci/s^  ii Oiler  proper  h tit huHty^  took  irom  wud  deo  dt^nt,  tor  U8e  of  thi*  Army, 
qtmrUirma^iter  siori^  and  oommbisary  supplies  of  tbe  kind^  and  values  below  stAitid, 
to  wit: 

2mareii?»  with  ga<idle  and  bridle .____. .**.... §300.00 

40  biirht'tt  corn .,--„.„ .,., ,,„,•.»„»*       41100 

IbO  pounds  bacon .., *!.,»•-       37. SO 

Total .......„„.„ ,..- 377*50 

That  no  paymeot  has  been  made  for  said  property. 

The  co^rt,  uyun  tut- e utieuti ,  ti-^i  a.itt  tun&iat?iufcg  the  brieJis  and  arguro^ents  of 
eounaul  on  both  udeB^  makes  the  foliowing 

nHj>mG  OF  7ACr. 

DuHng  the  late  dvll  war  the  military  forces  of  the  ITnttod  ^atee,  by  proper 

autlniiity,  lor  tlie  n^f  of  the  Arnty,  took  from  djiimant's  <itH.rdt'nt  in  OkJbnrt 
County,  ^?tiity  dl  Alul^suna,  proi^erty  of  the  kiml  aud  charactt^r  dt**fTibtHl  in  lh<*  fwti* 
lion,  wint'ij  at  I  hi?  lim<.*  and  plac«  of  taking  Wit;?  i^eaefionably  worth  the*  mm  qI  lw<* 
himdred  and  forty  doHaro  ($24U).     ^o  payment  appeanito  have  been  luad&thvr^for^ 

By  tem  C^ujcr* 
Hied  February  17,  1906. 
A  true  copy. 

Test  this  17th  day  of  .March,  190Sp 
IjpAi-J  '  John  H\NiM>tra, 

^  o 


60th  Congress,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES,  i  Document 
l8t  Session.      )  I    No.  795. 


DAN  THOMASON,  ADMINISTRATOR. 


LETTEB  FBOM  THE  ASSISTANT  OIiEBK  OF  THE  COXTBT  OF  CLAIMS 
TBANSMITTING  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  COURT 
IN  THE  CASE  OF  DAN  THOMASON,  ADMINISTRATOR  OF  JOEL 
TTATtTi^TgT.T.,  DECEASED,  AGAINST  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


Mabch  18,  1908. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

Washington^  March  17^  1908. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court  I  transmit  herewith  a  certi- 
fied copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause,  which 
case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War  Claims, 
House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3, 1883,  known  as  the 
Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Court  of  Claims.    ConRresBlonAl,  No.  12708.    Estate  of  Joel  Harrell,  deceased,  v.  The  United  States.] 

This  case,  beinj^  a  claim  for  supplies  or  stores  alleged  to  have  been  taken  by  or  fur- 
nished to  the  military  forces  of  the  United  States  for  their  ose  during  the  late  war  for 
the  suppression  of  the  rebellion,  the  court,  on  a  preliminary  inquiry,  finds  that  Joel 
Harrell,  deceased,  the  person  alleged  to  have  furnished  such  supplies  or  stores,  or 
from  whom  the  same  are  alleged  to  have  been  taken,  was  loyal  to  the  Government 
of  the  United  States  throughout  said  war. 

Bt  thb  Goubt. 

Filed  November  11,  1907. 


f Court  of  daixDS.    Con^resBiona],  No.  12706.    Dan  Thomason,  administrator  of  estate  of  Joel  Har- 
rell, deceased,  v.  The  United  States.] 

BTATEMSMT    OF    CAflB. 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  for  sapplies  or  stores  alleged  to  have  been 
taken  by  or  furnished  to  the  military  forces  of  the  United  States  for  their  use  dur- 
ing the  late  war  for  the  suppression  of  the  rebellion,  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by 
the  Committee  on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the  9th  day  of 
January,  1907. 


THOMA0OI 


On  a-  preliminary  inquiTy  the  coart^  on  Ihe  11th  day  of  November,  1907,  fowii 
that  the  perBou  alleged  to  have  fanii&h(*d  the  hiifipliee  or  ston^,  or  from  w^hom  they 
were  all**ged  tc^  have  been  lakeo,  wfts  loyal  to  the  Government  of  the  Unitt?d  Statee 
throughout  eaid  war* 
The  raise  was  brought  to  a  heariDg  oo  ita  merita  on  the  12th  day  of  March^  19QB* 
Francis  L.  Neul^eck,  eeq.,  api»eared  for  claimant,  and  the  Attorney-Geut^rali  by 
Clark  SlcKercherj  eeq.,  his  assistant,  and  iin<ler  his  direction,  appeared  for  thft 
dofensa  and  protection  of  tt>e  interests  of  the  United  States.  ^M 

The  claimant  in  his  petition  makes  the  foilowim?  allegationa:  ^| 

That  he  ia  a  citizen  of  the  United  Btates,  n^Jding  in  Washington  Cdunty,  State  of 
ArkaoMS,  where  decedent  resided  dtjring  the  late  war  of  the  rebellion;  that  at  dif- 
ferent time-s  during  eaid  period  the  United  States  forces ^  by  proper  autborityt  took 
from  eaid  decedent  quartermaster  stores  and  coHiTniesary 'supplies  of  the  value  of 
$2,IB5,  and  appropriated  the  same  to  tbe  use  of  the  United  States  Army  aa  follows: 

600  bush ela  of  corn,  at  50  cents,* ._,, ,, ,,.,,. ^*......  $300 

800  bushela  of  oats , .-,,,.. --- 20 

800  bundles  of  fodder -. 2(1 

350  bushele  of  wheat,  at  II .,„.. ..,. 350 

7  horses  and  mules,  at  1125 , _,_,-.. _._ .* 875 

100  hogs,  at  $3,-..., * -..*,.*,..*,...*,,.*.  300 

16  beef  cattle,  atf20..- - -  300 

Total,-. -,, ,, - -.  2,165 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  oonMdertng  the  brieta  and  argtnnents  of 

a>uiisel  upon  both  aides,  makes  the  following  ^M 

FlNDI^^G  OF  FACT,  H 

Daring  the  late  dvil  war  the  military  forces  of  tbe  United  States,  by  proper"^ 
authority,  for  the  use  of  the  Army,  took  at  various  tiroes  from  c*lai mantes  decedent, 
Joel  Harrell,  deceased,  in  Washinjjton  County,  Ark.,  property  of  the  kind  and 
character  described  in  the  petition  which  was  at  the  time  and  plaee  of  taking  reas^on- 
ably  worth  tbe  sum  of  eleven  hundred  and  ninety  dollars  (|1,190);  no  part  of  whicb 
appears  to  have  been  paid. 

BX  TBS  CJOUKT. 

Filed  March  16,  1908. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  16th  day  of  March,  1908. 

[seal.]  John  Randolph, 

AsaigtarU  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 


60th  Congress,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  I  Document 

Ut  Session.      J  (    No.  796. 


R.  M.  ROGAN,  ADMINISTRATOR. 


LETTER  FROM  THE  ASSISTANT  OIiEBX  OF  THE  OOUBT  OF  CLAIMS, 
TRANSMTTTINa  A  COPY  OF  THE  FIKDINGHSI  FILED  BY  THE  OOUBT 
IN  THE  CASE  OF  B.  M.  BOGAN,  ADMINISTBATOB  OF  F.  S.  HEIS- 
XELL,  DECEASED,  AGAINST  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


Maboh  18,  1908.~R«ferred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

Wdshington^  March  17^  1908. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court  I  transmit  herewith  a  certi- 
fied copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War 
Claims,  House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883, 
known  as  the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Represefitati/ves. 


[Court  of  CUims.    Congressional,  No.  10468.    Frederick  8.  Helskell  and  Hynun  W.  Hackney  v.  The 

United  States.] 

This  case,  being  a  claim  for  supplies  or  stores  alleged  to  have  been  taken  by  or 
furnished  to  the  militarv  forces  of  the  United  States  for  their  use  during  the  late  war 
for  the  siippn^saion  of  the  rebellion,  the  court,  on  a  preliminary  inquiry,  finds  that 
Frederick  S.  Heiskell  and  Hyram  W.  Hackney,  the  persons  alleged  \o  have  furnished 
such  supplies  or  stores,  or  from  whom  the  same  are  alleged  to  have  been  taken,  were 
loyal  to  the  Government  of  the  United  States  throughout  said  war. 

Bt  thb  Court. 

Filed  April  18,  1905. 


[Court  of  Claims.    Congressional,  No.  10468.    R.  M.  Rof^an,  administrator  of  the  estate  of  F.  S.  Hela- 
kell,  deceased,  v.  The  United  States.) 

STATEMENT  OF  CASE. 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  for  supplies  or  stores  alleged  to  have  been 
taken  by  or  furnished  to  the  militarv  forces  of  the  I'nited  States,  for  their  use  during 
the  late  war  for  the  suppression  of  the  rebellion,  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the 
Committee  on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the  16th  day  of  Feb- 
ruary, 1902. 
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i  B*  tm:.  hog  an. 

On  a  prelimitiary  inquiry  the  court,  on  the  ISth  day  of  April,  1905,  found  that  Uie 
person  alleged  to  "have  hirniHhed  the  nappliea  or  stttres,  or  from  whom  they  were 
J  alleged  to  have  been  takeo,  was  loyal  to  the  Government  of  the  United  8tatea  ihrougli- 
out  said  war. 

The  case  was  broaght  to  a  hearing  on  its  merita  on  the  2M  day  of  Jaotuiry,  IftOS* 

G.  W,  Z,  Bla*!k,  esi^,,  api>eared  for  clajiiiant,  and  the  Attorney- Gene  ml,  by  Churle© 
P*  Kineheloe^  esq.,  hia  a^sietant  and  under  hii  diretiiou,  appeared  Cor  the  dolettiid 
and  proteetion  of  the  interests  of  the  United  States. 

The  claimant  in  ins  petition  makes  the  following  allepitions: 

That  be  waa  appointed  and  duly  qualitied  bs  administrator  of  the  estate  of  Fred- 
erick 8.  Hdakelt  deueaaed,  and  ^les  herewith  dnly  anthentif^teci  certiticate  thereof- 

That  his  decedent  resided  during  the  late  civil" war  id  Knox  C<*ualy,  Teon.,  and 

wag  the  owner  of  a  eertain  flour  arui  gmt  m\U,  siitnste  in  riaid  c^ninty  nnd  Stale?  tliat 

1  during  eaid  period  the  military  forces  of  the  Uniterl  States^  hv  p^fpf  r  uiithonty,  Uiok. 

[poeeession  of  said  mill  and  operated  the  same  ftjr  the  uee  anS  Ix-rudt  of  the  i'nited 

States,  and  also  to^ik  therefrom  large  qtiantiliea  of  flour  and  me^ii^  and  tlie  Uiiitml 

(states  is  justly  indebted  to  him,  b&  follawe: 

For  rent  of  flour  mili  from  September  10  to  Kovember  25 ^  1S63,  77  dave  at 

$12 - ..-....-.. f&S4.0a 

For  rent  of  flour  mill  fram  January  15  to  March  15,  1864,  59  dfl¥8  at  |12..,  ma  OD 

12,815  pounds  of  flour  at  $3.50  per  100  ,„.-,  ., *-,-- *,,-,-.  44i<.$2 

2Sli  huflheJiof  mealat$K .__...._....-....-....  35Lft7 


Tot^ -,-.*.. , ...-, t,3S2.38 

That  at  the  time  of  the  taking  of  said  flotir  and  roeal  and  usie  of  mid  mill  by  the 
military  authori lies,  the  safd  mill  was  being  ope mted  on  the  glmh^a  by  ono  livr&m 
H.  Hackney,  ami  hij  dei-edent  ia  entitkd  to  two^thlrde  latetf^Ht  aitd  the  t^ald  Hbcmcj 
to  one-third  interest  in  eacli  and  every  item  above  set  torth. 

The  court,  upon  the  evideni-^,  and  after  con^nidering  the  briefs  and  argumenta  of 
couj^sel  on  both  mdm^  makes  the  following 

TINOINGa   OF  FACT. 

Poring  the  late  civil  war  the  inilitary  forces  of  the  Unitjed  States,  by  proper  author* 
ity,  took  posBcgpion  of  and  oconpied  the  mill  belonging  to  claimant s  decedent  in  Knos 
County,  State  of  Tennessee,  for  a  jieriod  of  several  months  as  a  guardhouse,  arid  n**ed 
the  grain  therein  contained,  in  which  gi^ain  one  Hyrani  H.  Hat-kuey  had  a  one-lhlnl 
interest  and  claiinant'a  decedent  herein  a  two-thirds  inten^L  The  reasonable  n-intAl 
yaln^  of  the  n\i\\t  together  with  the  two-thirtls  vahie  of  the  grain  taken  mt  hdf>Qeini5 
to  claimant's  decedent,  was  then  and  there  the  sum  of  three  faundrt^  and  nifi«<ty 
dollar?  (!?:^rH"i).     No  payment  ap^xar^  la  have  l>een  maile  therf^for 

No  petition  having  been  filed  on  behalf  of  said  llyram  H.  Hackney,  no  allowance 
is  made  for  iiis  interest  in  the  grain. 

By  the  Ck)URT. 

Filed  February  3,  1908. 

A  true  copv. 

Tent  this  IGth  day  of  March,  1908. 

[seal.]  John  Randolph, 

Asmtant  Clerk  Court  of  ClaimM. 
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60th  Congress,  (  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES,  j  Document 

1st  Srssiim, 


SAMUEL  E.  FITZHUGH,  ADMINISTRATOR. 


LETTER  FBOM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  COURT  OF  CLAIMS 
TRANSMITTING  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BT  THE 
COURT  IN  THE  CASE  OF  SAMUEL  E.  FITZHUGH,  ADMINISTRATOR 
OF  SAMUEL  H.  FITZHUGH,  DECEASED,  AGAINST  THE  UNITED 
STATES. 


March  18,  1U)8.— Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printcil. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

Wa,s/tin(/ton,  March  IH^  1908. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court,  I  transmit  herewith  a  certi- 
fied copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War  Claims, 
House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883,  known  as 
the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Court  of  Clalma.    Congressional,  No.  1673.    Samnel  E.  Fitzhngh,  administrator  of  Samuel  H.  Fita- 
hugh,  deceaacd,  v.  The  United  States.] 

This  case,  being  a  claim  for  supplies  or  stores  alle<?ed  to  have  been  taken  by  or 
furnisheil  to  the  military  forces  of  the  United  States  for  their  use  during  the  late  war 
for  the  j?uppres.<-i()n  of  the  rebellion,  the  court,  on  a  preliminary  inquiry,  finds  that 
Samuel  H.  Fitzhugh,  deceased,  the  person  alleged  to  nave  furnished  such  supphesor 
eU^res,  or  from  whom  the  same  are  alleged  to  have  l)een  taken,  was  loyal  to  the  Gov- 
ernment of  the  United  States  throughout  said  war. 

£t  ths  Coubt. 

Fileil  December  2,  1907. 


[Coon  of  Claims.    Congressional.  No.  1673.    Samuel  E.  Fitzhugh.  administrator  of  Samuel  H.  Fits- 
hugh,  deceased,  v.  The  United  Stales.] 

STATEMENT  OF  CASE. 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  for  supplies  or  stores  alleged  to  have  been 
taken  by  or  furnished  to  the  military  forces  of  the  United  States  for  their  use  during 


S  SAMUEL   E.   FTTZHUOH, 

the  lafe  war  for  the  fupprc^^ion  of  the  rebfllfon  was  tr^iftnilite^i  to  the  court  hj  the 
0»mrihitrft*  ou  War  ClaiiiiB  of  ih*?  Uouee  of  li^?prf5W!isUlivta!  on  Uit*  lA/eli  daj  of  F^b*' 

(Jri  a  prtilmjijiiiry  inquiry  thc^  roiirt,  on  the2cl  dsy  ot  De^j^mber,  I9il7,  fou^d 
the  juTwon  ftllejiecf  to  havf  furiiblitHJ  the  &uppJU«  or  Kore**,  or  frL*ai  wlri<»m  ihey 
allt!!^H]  ui  have  tjt?i-u  Utk^u,  wtii*  loyai  to  the  Govermnetit  of  the  Umied^Sl 
throtighfHit  (piuid  wj*r. 

TIm/  *'aiic  wa*  brifWjEUt  to  a  he»riii(E  on  its  [r>«Ht0  on  the  IJtb  day  of  March,  1907. 

Mihuii  D,  CaiiiftU'lU  ^^i,  upfH»an*<l  (or  cluiniiint,  and  the  Attornry^iei^enil, 
F.  De  C,  FaiL'*t,  ts*f|.,  hb  ti-riHtiint,  litid  under  Jtb  liireftion,  npijeareii  for  Ihedef^ 

The  rluiiiiaat  in  hU  )-)<*litiof>  makf^  tht!  folio win(^  alle*^tioii»; 

Thut  he  tt^antUen  of  tJm  LUiil454i  States,  reaidiftj^  in  the  oi>imty  of  MonrQe  atid 
BUfct«  of  ArkaitmH,  wluiru  hv  reiBititxl  during  the  late  war  of  the  f*h*'J]if*n,  and  at  rlif- 
f<?rf»ut  Ihttps  duriiii/  tfie*<aid  war  ihi*  Llmte<l  StaU^  forf'4;**i,  hy  proi».'r  HuUiorilyj  touk 
fnmi  ^iiur  iji*flti*ij)t  r  «intir!i*finrt*^i4*r'»  ilores  and  commi^wiry  f^ijpj4k*6  *if  ihv  valtt«  €#^l 
f  l,t>59*  and  ftpprT)pri»ted  the  mtnv  to  the  aee  of  the  UniUid'Stalits  Anny.  H 

Baid  itort's  and  »uj>j^h^  were  aa  foUoire:  ^ 

2  horiep,  $\m. 

800  hUHbel^  id  ciirti,  |] 

SO  hn^hels  <jf  wli4*at.  SL50 
300  p^'riinda  burcm,  15  (^entj 
Id  beegumis  13  ,...«•  p.. . 
1  Uortie 


to  hrad  ctf  hngnt.  f  JO.-. 

3  h^*d  tatth/$;iO. — --,, 
10  hu»*belB  of  t'orn^  |U.-.^. 
16  iWTi*^  (jf  corn,  M^r>. ..,,,, 

7  bfa^l  lif  t'alth%  ^^il* 

50  bii^lseb  o/  wh^'rtt,  |il.50 

1  bay  mure  * -- 

10  head  of  iiogw,  ?5. -...-.. 


Total . 


-  -  -  -:  -  ■-  ■*  m-  m  -m  m-  -  ^  ^  f  *  *  tt  ^  m  *■  1^  m.  m  m  *  -m^^  ^  m  m  im  m^  m  m  m  m  m  m  ^  m  m  m  m  m  m  »  m  *  -m  »  »  -  —  <-  -  ^'      J^  SllrySF 

The  court,  after  considering  the  evidence  and  the  briefs  of  tlie  respective  counsel, 
make  the  following 

FINDING   OF   FACT 

During  the  late  civil  war  the  military  forces  of  thellnited  States,  by  proper  author- 
ity, for  the  use  of  the  Army,  took  at  different  times  from  t  laimant's  decedent,  Samuel 
H.  Fitzhugh,  decea.-ed,  in  Monroe  County,  Ark.,  comniis^ary  st<res  and  supj>lies  of 
the  kind  and  character  <les(ribed  in  the  petiti<in  which  were  at  the  time  and  place  of 
taking  reasonably  worth  the  .sum  of  s  ven  hundred  and  seventy-two  dollars  (."^772), 
no  part  of  which  appears  to  have  been  paid. 

By  the  Court 

Filed  March  16,  1908  , 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  Hth  day  of  March,  1908. 

[seal.]  John  Randolph, 

AssistatU  LUrk  Court  oj  Claims, 


O 


60rH  Congress,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  J  Document 

l8t  Session.      J  (  No.  798. 


SCHOONER  CENTURIAN. 


LETTEB  FROM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLERK  OF  THE  OOXTBT  OF  CLAIMS 
TRANSMITTING  A  COPY  OF  THE  CONCLUSIONS  OF  LAW  AND  OF 
FACT  IN  THE  FRENCH  SPOLIATION  CASES  RELATING  TO  THE 
SCHOONER  CENTURIAN,  PHILIP  GREELY,  MASTER. 


March  18,  1908. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 


Court  of  Claims, 

Washington,  D.  C,  March  IS,  1908. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit  here- 
with the  Hii(liu<jrs  of  fact  and  eonchisions  of  law  tiled  under  the  act  of 

the 
fig  to  tlie  sctiooner   (Jenturian, 
Philip  (irooly,  master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Ass  infant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
lion.  JosKPH  G.  Cannon, 

Sjhdker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


Jaiuuirv  20,    l.ssr>,    in    the  French  spoliation   claims  set  out   in 
aiuioxed  tindinji^s  bv  the  court  relatinaf  to  the  schooner    Centura 


[Court  of  Claims.    French  Spoliatlonfl.    Act  of  January  20. 1885,  23  Stat  L.,  288.    Vol.  1,  Supplement 
to  R.  8.,  '2d  ed.,  471.    Ve«el,  tfchooner  CeiUuriaiit  Philip  Greely,  ma8ter.J 

No.  of 

ctue.  Claimant. 

L'tiil.     Stnyvesant  T.  V.  Jackson,  administrator  of  I^vi  Cutter  r.  The  United  States. 
2(511.     Maixl  Sar^'cnt,  adnlini^<tratrix  of  Jacob  Mitchell,  surviving  partner  of  Buxton 

tV  Mitchell  i\  The  United  States. 
3ir>3.     V.  (\  Wnodsidt*,  administrator  of  Vincent  Woodside  v.  The  rnite<l  States. 
31t)o.     John  11.  IVtersun,  aiiministrator  of  John  Woodaide  v.  The  United  States. 

PRELIMINARY    STATEMENT. 

These  ca«^s  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  12th  day  of  February, 
IIHKS.  The  claimant'^  were  representee!  by  Charles  W.  C'lajrett,  Wm.  T.  S.  ('urtfs, 
and  The<Mi(»re  J.  I*ick«'tt,  esqs.,  and  the  United  J*tates,  defendants,  by  the  Attorney- 
(ieneral,  through  his  a.**sistant  in  the  Department  of  Justice,  John  ^\  Trainer  and 
Stanhope  llenry,es4S.,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney -General  John  Q.  Thomi)son. 

FINDINGS   OF  FACT. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence  and  after  hearing?  the  arguments  and  considering  the 
same  with  thr  hriefs  of  counsel  on  each  side,  determine  the  fatrts  to  be  as  follows: 

I.  The  schnom-r  Cnihirkm,  Philip  (ireely,  master,  sailed  on  a  commercial  voyage 
from  North  Yarmouth,  in  the  then  iState  of  Massachusetts,  on  or  al)out  the  16th  day 
of  May,  1799,  for  the  island  of  Martinico,  laden  with  a  cargo  of  lumber.    Whil 


peacefiiHy  pui^aitig  said  vojbu^  ahe  was  captured  on  the  bis:h  seaa  by  the  Freoch 
privateer* ixi  HemmnfH,  Capt  Francois  Muquet,  who  conduct^  eaid  veeeel  into  Basiie- 
t^^rre,  f  huuleloupe,  whera,  on  the  20tt]  dtiy  of  June,  ITvn^  said  ves^  aad  t^rgo  were 
condt^i lined  by  the  tri burial  of  eonntierce  on  the  fullowing  gn>iinda: 

**Thtit  the  cargo  in  part  conBig?ted  of  large  £|Ujintity  of  i>aT^t  w-hicfe  were  fiH'lart-d 
ooTitmlnuvd  of  war  by  the  third  article  of  the  decree  of  the  Esteem ive  Directory  of  Ihc 
12th  Ventoeei  year  5. 

** That  the  ve^^ei  carried  no  crew  list." 

II.  It  appears  hy  the  eviilent***  that  th^  C^nturian  had  on  board  a  cargo  valaod  tit 
$0iiS*42,  of  whitih  amuunt  $:iS.:iO  was  tht?  value  uf  1,915  feet  of  oar  mftef^,  which  the 
court  finds  was  too  insigniticant  a  portion  of  the  carjro  to  jw^-tify  a  condeninatioQ 
thertifor. 

Tht?  Ckntunan  was  a  dnly  re^stered  vessel  of  the  Unit^  States  of  100^4  tons  btip-  \ 
thf^n,  ATid  \\m  owned  by  dti^ena  of  the  United  Sbttos.     Onehdf  of  saki  echooaer 
wn*i  OAvned  by  Jcthn  Wood*iiiic  and  \'int^Dt  \Vo<xlsid*^T  l>oth  citi/.ens  of  ihe  UDi!e*l . 
Hlates.  .The  ownership  of  the  other  half  dues  not  appear.     The  fyftt^trifsn  w;4?*  und*^r 
t'httrter  at  the  time  of  capture  to  Williatn  Boxton  and  Jacob  Miuhell  ict>«i rawing 
thi^  firm  of  Buxton  &  MitehtilU,  Levi  iJ^itter,  and  others.     The  lirm  of  Buxiiin  ^V 
Mih  hell  were  the  charreri^rg  of  one- third  of  said  vea^nelj  and  Levi  CiMter  waa  th4» 
t'hartf HT  of  one- third  thereof;  all  of  whom  were  dtixtfoe  of  the  United  Statist, 

llL  The  car^o  of  the  Centiirian  wna  owned  by  Buxton  &  Mitchell  i,ooe*third)»  L«vi» 
Cutt^T  (one-third) J  and  othci^,  all  of  whom  were  citiifitt^ne  of  tlie  UniltHj  Stjitee.  Tto  ' 
carjfri  coURi^tcd  of  hoardaj  joist^^  hogshead  Btavee,  Bhinglea,  and  c>ar  raftan^  ftnd  ^ 
of  tliw  value  of  |fi65.42, 

IV'.  After  the  coTidemnation  of  the  vessel  herein  the  former  ownerg  rcriOicriBml 
Baid  vesifel  and  rerc^^ii^tered  paid  ve^ncl  at  the  |K>rt  of  B^wton,  October  23.  \m2. 

It  docs  not  appear  that  puid  vc^bi»I  vvma  owtied  by  any  other  |>ersoni<  than  themd 
John  WuodMde,  Vineeftt  Wnodj^id^r,  and  others,  at  any  time  l>etween  the  date  of  the 
te^i^ur  she  carrieti  at  the  date  oi'  cat>tiire  aud  the  date  of  her  reregiBtraiioti  m 
ftforc^ainl. 

Till'  coat  and  expense  ac<tns$ng  to  the  iaid  ownfTB  to  oh  tarn  fiofiBeiaioD  Qt  iild 
Vepat4  after  her  caf>turo  and  comfcm nation  by  the  French  does  not  appear* 

W  The  loj?s?es  tu  the  charteivre  aud  owuera  of  the  cargo  were  ae  foUowa; 

Freijrht  earnings *_-.--. .--...>,.-..-- __-.,  fl,6AII«flV 

Value  of  cargo ^^,,,,,  >,.-,- - ,^. ..._.. 666. 


Amounting  in  all  to-. ..,..,,,,•., .,._.    S,3SL4t 

The  \<mi*  to  Boston  &  Mitchell  by  reason  oi  the  pr@inhi«s  was  m  followt: 

One-third  freight earninfiB .-- ».. . ,..-. f5S5.^ 

One-third  value  of  cargo *„. ., .„     22LS1 

Total 777.  14 

The  loss  to  Levi  Cutter  by  reason  of  the  plell)i^^es  was  as  follow:^: 

One-tliinl  freiLrht  earnings ^.%,"So.  ;>3 

One-third  value  of  cargo »'Ji .  SI 

Total 777.14 

The  said  Vincent  \V»M)<lsi<le  and  .John  Woodside,  owners  uf  the  ves>el,  .--ufiert'd  no 
loss  lierein  by  reason  of  the  charter  of  the  vessel  and  the  subsequent  repureha>e 
tliereof  after  the  condemnation  of  the  same. 

The  elairiiants  have  })rodnced  letters  of  administration  on  the  estates  of  the  partii-.- 
for  whom  they  appear,  and  have  otherwise  proved  to  the  8ati>faetion  of  the  court 
that  the  persons  for  whose  estates  they  have  filed  claims  are  in  faet  the  sarae  persons 
who  suffered  loss  l)y  reason  of  the  seizure  aud  condenniation  of  the  Ctntitrifin  as  st^'i 
forth  in  the  preceding  findings. 

Said  claims  were  not  embraced  in  the  convention  between  the  United  Stat*^  and 
the  Kepuhlic  of  France  con»'luded  on  the  .SOth  of  April,  1S08.  They  were  n<>t  «'l:nni^ 
growing  out  of  the  acts  of  France  allowed  and  paid  in  whole  or  in  part  uikUt  the 
provisions  of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States  and  Spain  conclude<l  on  the 
22d  of  February,  isp.),  an<l  were  not  allowed  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the  pn>- 
visions  of  the  treaty  betwec^n  the  Unitc^l  States  and  France  of  the  4th  of  July,  ls:^l. 

The  claiinnnt^  in  their  'e|)resentative  cai  :e  ity  are  the  owners  of  said  claims,  which 
have  never  been  assigned  except  a^  aloretaid. 


80H00NEB   OENTURIAN.  3 

CONCLUSIONS  OF  LAW. 

The  court  decides  as  conclusions  of  law  that  said  seizure  and  condemnation  were 
illegal,  and  the  owners  and  insurers  had  valid  claims  of  indemnity  therefor  upon  the 
French  Government  prior  to  the  ratitication  of  the  convention  between  the  United 
Statet*  and  the  French  Republic  concluded  on  the  30th  day  of  September,  1800;  that 
said  claims  were  relinqiiisnetl  to  France  by  the  Government  of  tlie  United  States  by 
said  treaty  in  part  consideration  of  the  relinquishment  of  certain  national  claims  ol 
France  against  the  United  States,  and  that  the  claimants  are  entitled  to  the  following 
sums  from  the  United  States: 

Stuy  vesant  T.  V.  Jackson,  administrator  of  Levi  Cutter,  seven  hundred  and 
seventy-seven  dollars  and  fourteen  cents $777. 14 

Mabel  Sarjjent,  administratrix  of  Jacob  Mitchell,  surviving  partner  of  Bux- 
ton &  Mitchell,  seven  hundred  and  seventy-seven  dollars  and  fourteen 
cents 777.14 

Amounting  in  all  to  one  thousand  five  hundred  and  fifty-four  dol- 
lars and  twenty-eight  cents '. 1, 554. 28 

Vincent  and  John  Woodside,  the  owners  of  the  vessel,  have  proved  no  valid 
claim. 
No  persons  are  in  court  claiming  the  balance  of  said  loss. 

By  thb  Ck)nBT. 
Filed  March  9,  1908. 
A  true  copv: 

Tent  this  I'sth  day  of  March,  A.  D.  1908. 
[seal.]  John  Randolph, 

AtnOanl  Clerk  Court  of  Claimi. 

o 


60th  Congress,  }  HOUSE  OF  KEPRESENTATIVES.  ©ocument 
Ist  Session.      |  I   No.  787. 


BEIG  DIANA. 


LETTEB  FBOM  THE  ASSISTANT  CliERE  OF  THE  COUBT  OF  CLAIMS 
TBANSMITTING  A  COPY  OF  4?HE  CONCLUSIONS  OF  LAW  AND  OF 
FACT  IN  THE  FBENCH  SPOLIATION  CASES  RELATING  TO  THE 
BBIG  DIANA,  JOHN  WALKER,  MASTEB. 


Mabch  16,  1908. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 


Court  op  Claims, 
Washington^  D.  C.^  March  i^,  1908. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit  here- 
with the  findings  of  fact  and  conclusions  of  law  filed  under  the  act  of 
January  20,  1885,  in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the  annexed 
findint^s  by  the  court  relating  to  the  vessel  brig  Diana^  John  Walker, 
master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives* 


[Court  of  Claims.    French  spoliatlonfl.  Act  of  January  20, 1885;  28  Stat.  L.,  288;  Tol.  1,  Supplement 

to  R.  8.,  2d  ed.,  471.  Veasel  brig  Didna^  John  Walker,  master.] 
No.  of 
case.  Claimant. 

30.     Edmund  D.  Codman,  administrator  of  William  Gray,  r.  The  United  States. 
1608.     Francis  M.  Boutwell,  administrator  of  Thomas  Geyer,  v.  The  United  States. 
Geor^^e  G.  King,  administrator  of  Frederick   William  Geyer,  jr.,  v.  The 
United  States. 
1864.     Brooks  Adams,  administrator  of  Peter  Chardon  Brooks,  v.  The  United  States. 
2027.     George  G.  Kinj^,  administrator  of  Crowell  Hatch,  v.  The  United  States. 
3485.     Charles  T.  Lovering,  administrator  of  Joseph  Taylor,  v.  The  United  States. 
William  G.  Perry,  administrator  of  Nicholas  Gilman,  v.  The  United  States, 
Thomas  N.  Perkms,  administrator  of  John  C.  Jones,  v.  The  United  States. 
William  Ropes  Trask,  administrator  of  Thomas  Amory,  v.  The  United  States. 
Frank  Dabuey,  administrator  of  Samuel  Wyllys  Pomeroy,  v.  The  United 
States; 

PBELIMINART  STATEMENT. 

These  ca.«»e8  were  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  13th  day  of  February, 
190S.  The  claimant**  were  reprej»ented  by  William  T.  S.  Curtis,  Theodore  J.  Pickett, 
and  (Jharles  W.  Clag:ett,  er*qs.,  and  the  United  States,  defendants,  bv  the  Attorney- 
General,  through  his  a^sintant  in  the  L)epartinent  of  Justice,  John  \V.  Trainer,  escj., 
with  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney-General  John  Q.  Thompson. 


3       FEE^CH  SPOLIATION  OASES  DISMISSED  Br  OOUBT  OF  CLAIMS. 


No.  of 


3942 


9»67 
3971 
^^77 


Home. 


Brig:  BetSHE^':  Ezrn  QaulklnB,  luaFter. 
Schootief  Sett  Hui^:  Ijimtbiift,  m;ibter< 

Bdg  AUiimlt.  <tt  Neptune;  Etunes,  mauler* 
B&rk  Merciirv;  Fliimhaiii,  iniiistBr. 
BcbODner  CLilue;  Ctioley,  m^ctflr, 

gchooTiCT  Uhloe;  54inger«  mRJier* 
BrticM.>f4trr  Betsey  and  PoUy;  Oitlleg,  nmater. 
Biif?  Marj';  SicMlgr  miL&ler. 
iyhip  0!$ltij4.;  Heiltnau.  miiiiteT. 
Bc^bontiLT  C^Afiwa;  Bluokmore,  xnMVtT. 
Bhip  Olive;  Flower, 
ShipUnioti;  tkjarrl,  master. 
Sehi»s>Li(?r  Kiuy;  Gretae,  master. 
Bfnp  (*onsiiienit^  Ijillibfid^,  master. 
Ship  l^a]l>:  Mt  Call  m?isEer. 
SdioofttrTtn^'tBifttereT  Dickey^  miister. 
Ship  New  J«r»e)  i  Coarser,  mas  tor. 

Yemti\  HrmlB  liiimbufigli;  Syotrls.  tDMEor. 
Brig  Pf>Jptiiii^  QuN^y,  m^ter* 
8ulioon«)f  B*'t)iiey;  MotnUoei),  mftster. 
Brig  Juno;  Dt^nniion,  uiBiiter. 
Schooner  Friuiid^-  Heurj',  aiatrter 
Ship  Ws^hiligton:  Wc^mofp,  ttit-ter, 
^hlp  Chli'kiiijjAui^ii;  WL'tt,  maFtt^F* 
Sf'hiiorjer  Active;  Cutter,  ni»*t€r. 
^uLiOoner  litirrlet;  LurAa.  ma^cer^ 
Scboouer  Patf  v;  Hupkit^H,  rod-^tor. 
MehnoQer  Ch^ir]ott€>;  HeKnlglu,  mOJtef. 
Br<i^  Abi^aiJ;  Wt*J^b,  master. 
Urig  Auiason;  Kopt^H,  m^iAier. 
Ship  Bmit«i*ielt:  Ut]ueyrt3iJA*t«ir. 
Brig  Bnilus;  Aboni.  Dia«t<!r, 

bflg  Dctoey,  Wyer^  Enn^ier. 
St'ow  Betsey*  BouTilttt,  mnHt^r* 
Bflif  Canimerw:  TbniMan,  lailtlfi 
B<:btXtnef  t'urnelia;  WUiwiiu 
Brig  Chance^  Kjqbc>i^  nmsL^r. 
Bcihornner  Cayarliui;  WnJitr^  majiter. 
Brig  J^iiza;  UobltiH(jii,  lutwter. 
Ship  Engle;  CQWpST.  master. 
Brig  Eib^Ap  Cacsmi.  muster. 
Brl^  Edmund;  Abram,  mcutter. 
SflhcKSDer  FpHcHy;  Wilson,  iu aster* 
Br(g  Hutmjihi  BfowUh  master. 
Biibot^uer  H train;  Parkerj  master. 
St^jioouer  IntrepiiJ;  Wilkiniwn,  Tn  aster. 
SI  on  p  Lf  1 1 1  e  At  L^(^  finv ;  H  n  rri  ot  t ,  mfufter . 
&jtih<MJi!er  L^'dia,  Fryer,  masltir. 


No,  at 


4009 
4U10 
4011 
Ab72 
4G69 
5039 
fi271 

b'I7G 
40 1 9 
4079 
4100 

4]r>8 
4bVJ 

424fi 

&2OT 

6301 

6«oa 


Hoiae. 


Ship  Merebatit;  RosEfter,  moatv. 
Sl<Hip  Mari^i;  Fnitvr,  mnater. 
JrScKooner  Mary,  llewirt,  mwtttr* 
Sobooner  Miiiy;  Lawwnee*  nuwser 
SchoCtnej:  tiunbury  Packet;  WiiUuiu, 

ttir. 
$eb4K>tierSt.Joeepb;  Hall,  tua^ter. 
Scbooner  Buukunah:  Por^fr^  m<irf|gr^ 
Sebixmor  8aU> ;  Butler,  mister. 
Bhip  Mary;  ij<.KHlr1elv  master 
Sbip  Bi2is^.*v;  Mavbury,  mft.'ster* 
BriK  MeuEor  iHrebi.'fL  mii^rer. 
Brig  ^rlJIlL^Iry;  Ktmii,  uiii*itei* 
Bhip  LvLJiH:  Glsjild,  iDAHter. 
SchotjT]<.T  iu-'t  •-+:■>■;  DuVh  mhjrter. 
ScbcKtrier  Vnlpu:?;  Pratt,  ma^tet. 
Schoou.  r  Two  L-i-.ter>;  SebMttoD,  mi 
SchWjncr  Ruth;  Peters.  DiMSter* 
SI  (lop  1  [  t  ]  M  H  U  i  Hi  [  l&^  tnoKter. 
ScbcNuier  Ruiit4?r:  Peek,  miuteT. 
Brig  t^UJ-ou;  PeeiL,  moji-teT. 
Brig  N'aney;  SftwytLrnl,  mn.'^t^r. 
Brig  I>lin:>ateh;  Mtir^btilL  majiler* 
Brl^^  RetRliaiii'iii  Hir'> nfilr]^,  mnator* 
B«:  boon  01  U'  i  \\  ItiTo ;  Vth  ii^  matiet* 
ScboooerAnuL  MUfzhtll,  mafliftt- 
Brig  Htipe;  Elt^ritJ^A,  master. 
Scbooner  Ctxineite;  BvrriJ9^  ma0MB!« 
BtiipBaUy;  Suelt.  ma«iter. 
Ship  CommerL'tf;  tTi-iTdon,  master. 
BflgOakJey^  Gftr^ltm,  niu^tar. 
Sc  h^Ktu  e  r  Ba  U  y ;  t.ArT&b«<L\  mmtWL 
£k'bf>*5ner  Lydi»:  Jwck,  maeter. 
SJ  ch:p  p  Se  ]  t  y ;  Pa  t  tc  ra/on^  mafter, 
Ves**;!  Mlfitirva;  Btiell,  mjuttirn. 
Sloop  Ann  tin d  SuKont  Lane,  uaa^tcCi 
Brig  Thomas;  i^alt^r,  tn^Atcr, 
Sloop  Hanfi  >rd:  Hl^Jey.  tomsi^t. 
^UiopS«a  tiulU 
Brig  Axoisbl'e  Cr^rale. 
Sebixmer  ScortJion. 
Beoxv  EKj^hpth;  Lairing,  maftor^ 
Brill  Luiijce:  CiLrl4iQ>ii,  maA«r. 
Ship  Science. 
Sbtp  Ltrviathan, 
Ship  Zephyr. 
Sloop  jMiey. 

Brig  Pttnelope, 

Schooner  Three  Ann*;  Talbot,  mAitei 

Brig  Hauuab;  Clarke  master. 


Filed  April  22,  1907. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  thia  17th  day  of  March,  A.  D.  1908. 

[seal.] 


By  the  Coubt. 


John  Randolph, 
Asmtant  Clerk  Court  of  Ofattnt. 


60th  Congress,  )   HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES,  i  Document 

M  Session.      |  I    No.  801. 


SI/)OP  JULIA. 


LETTER  FBOM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEBE  OF  THE  COTJBT  OF  CLAIMS 
TRANSMITTING  A  COPY  OF  THE  CONCLUSIONS  OF  LAW  AND  OF 
FACT  IN  THE  FRENCH  SPOLIATION  CASES  RELATING  TO  THE 
SLOOP  JULIA,  WILLIAM  GREEN,  MASTER. 


March  21,  1908. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 


Court  of  Claims, 
Washington,  D.  0.,  March  20,  1908. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit 
herewith  the  linclint^s  of  fact  and  conclusions  of  law  filed  under  the  act 
of  January'  20,  1885,  in  the  French  spoliation  claims  set  out  in  the 
annexed  findings  by  the  court  relatmg  to  the  vessel  sloop  Julia, 
William  Green,  master. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours,  etc., 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Court  of  Claims.    French  spoliations.    Act  of  January  20.  1885.  23  Stat.  L..  283,  vol.  1,  supplement 

to  K.  8.,  2d  ed.,  471.    Vessel  sloop  Julia,  William  Green,  master.] 
No.  of 
case.  Claimant. 

520.    Silas  R.  Holmes,  administrator  de  bonis  non  of  Ebenezer  Holmes,  v.  The  United 

fc>tates. 
860.    Wilbur  S.  Comstock,  administrator  de  bonis  non  of  Phineas  Parmalce,  v.  The 

United  Stated. 
922.     Stephon  L.  S«lden,  administrator  of  Richard  E.  Selden,i;. The  United  States. 
172G.    Franklin  Little,  executor  of  Noah  Bulkley,  v.  The  United  States. 

PRELIMINABT  STATEMENT. 

This  court  filed  findings  of  fact  and  conclusions  of  law  in  the  above-entitled  cases 
April  25,  1892. 

These  cases  were  again  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  11th  day  of  February, 
1908.  The  claimants  were  represented  by  H.  W.  Cra^n,  esq.,  and  the  United  States, 
defendants,  by  the  Attorney-General,  through  his  assistant  in  the  Department  of  Jus- 
tice, John  W.  Trainer,  esq.,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney-General  John  Q. 
Thompson. 

FINDINGS   OF  FACT. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence  and  after  hearinj?  the  arguments  and  considering  the 
same  with  the  oriefs  of  counsel  on  each  side,  determines  the  facts  to  be  as  follows: 

I.  The  sloop  Julia,  a  registered  vessel  of  the  United  States  of  60iJ  tons  burden, 
whereof  William  Green,  a  citizen  of  the  United  States,  was  master,  and  Ebenezer 


Hoi  meet,  Ptineas  Pannalee,  Koali  Bulk  ley,  and  Richard  E.  Beldcm^  citizens  of  tbt 
Uaittd  Statts,  were  owners  *  eailed  on  a  rommorcial  voyage  m  July,  179S,  bound  for 
Martinloot  laden  with  a  caiTgo  of  oxen,  hay,  com^  flour,  beef,  te^ioB,  pork,  onions, 
boope,  and  stavea. 

II.  Septi-raber  8»  1798,  while  peacefully  pureuLng  said^yaget  said  veeael  was 
seized  on  the  high  seas  by  the  Frendi  privateer  /^  Pellttifr,  Mimnter.  master,  nnd 
taken  to  Boisaett^rre,  Guadaloupe*  where  five  days  afterwards  said  vessel  and  cai^ 
weire  condemned  and  sold  for  the  benefit  of  the  captocs^  and  bec&mo  a  total  Iobb  to  the 
owners  theroof, 

III.  The  ^undfi  of  condemnation,  as  set  out  in  the  decree,  were  as  follows: 

*'  Considenng  that  the  expedition  of  the  said  eloop  was  for  Martinique,  free  territory 
to  the  enemy ^  occupied  by  the  rebels. 

.'*Apj5ly  article  1  of  tUe  decree  of  the  special  agents  of  the  executive  directoTy  at 
the  Win  J  ward  lalands,  dated  13  th  Pluviose,  yeajo."     *    *    * 

IV.  The  losees  to  the  owners  by  reiiaan  of  Bsdd  capture  and  condemiifttion  were  as 
folio  wb: 

Value  of  veflSf^L i. , f2,4O0.00 

Fteight  eamiuge. ..,.„ ,<... .,..     1,006.00 

Total , \ 3,406.00 

T-  Said  Ebenesjer  Holmes,  PhincaB  Farmaiee.  Rictmrd  E.  Selden,  and  Noah  Bulk- 
ley  were  the  sole  owners  of  said  vessel  and  freight,  and  the  loss  to  each  hcttein  is  one- 
fourth  of  the  above  named  |3,40G,  to  wit,  $S51  .&0. 

VI .  The  ownerehip  and  neutrality  of  tlie  caigo  is  not  shown  by  any  competent 
evidence- 

The  claimants  have  produced  letters  of  admin  if^trat ion  on  the  estates  of  the  parties 
for  whom  they  appear,  and  have  otherwiFe  proved  to  tlie  Batisfacliou  of  the  cotirt  that 
the  person,^  for  whose  ej?taiea  tJioy  have  tiled  claims  are  in  fact  the  same  per9<^ms  who 
suffered  hjas  by  reason  of  the  eoizure  and  condemnation  of  the  doop  Julia,  aa  eel  forth 
in  the  prererHng  finding- 

Said  claiius  were  not  emhraoed  in  tlie  convention  between  the  United  Stutes  und 
the  Republic  of  France  con  el  ut  led  on  Uie  SOxh  of  April  18113.  They  were  not  claiitjs 
growing  out  of  the  acts  of  Fraiic  e  allowed  and  paid  m  whole  or  in  part  under  tlie  pro- 
viaiona  of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States  and  Spain  concluded  on  the  22d  of 
Pehruary.  IS] 9,  and  w?re  noi  allowed  in  whole  or  in  part  untlt^r  the  provisions  of  the 
treaty  between  the  United  States  and  Franco  ol  the  4fh  of  July,  IS^H. 

The  claimants,  in  their  representative  capacity,  are  the  owners  of  ^mid  claims,  which 
have  never  been  aaeigned  except  aa  aforesaid. 

CONCLUSIOKfl    OP  LAW, 

The  court  decides  as  conduit  ions  of  law  that  e^aid  seizure  and  condemnation  were 
illegalt  and  the  owncra  and  iuEurera  had  valid  elaimB  of  indemnity  liierefor  upon  the 
French  Government  prior  to  the  nititication  of  the  convention  between  the  Unitrnl 
States  and  the  French  Republic  concluded  on  the  30th  day  of  i>ij'ptember,  1800; 
that  f^ id  chuma  were  relinquished  to  France  by  the  Governnu  nt  of  the  United  States 
hy  said  treaty  in  part  roaaid oration  of  the  ri  linnui£=hment  of  certain  national  rdaim^ii 
01  France  against  the  United  States,  and  that  the  claim  an  Ea  are  cntUli>d  to  the  fol- 
lowing Bums  from  the  Unite<l  States: 

Silaa  R.  Holmes^  administrator  of  Ebenezer  Holmes,  eight  hundred  and 
fifty-one  dollars  and  fifty  centa. . - __ ,  |851. 50 

Wilbur  S.  Conj.stock,  adminiptrator  of  Phineas  Parmalee,  eight  hundred  and 

fifty-one  dollars  and  hfty  cents.  -,,,,.,.,».,.»,,,,..,,,,,,..,,,... . , .     851.  50 

Stephen  L.  Selden,  administrator  of  Richard  E.  Selden,  eight  hundred  and 
filty-one  dollars  and  fifty  cc  nti?. , . , ,,....,.,,.. 851. 50 

IVauklin  Little,  executor  of  Noah  Bulk  ley,  eight  hundred  ojid  fifty-one  dol- 
lars and  fifty  cents, ..,. 851.50 

Amounting  in  all  to  three  thousand  four  hundred  and  six  dollars  ($3^406). 

By  the  CotTRT. 

FOed  March  O,  1&08. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  20lh  day  of  March,  1908. 

[BJiAL.J  Jomr  RandolpHj 

AMsistarU  Ckrk  CouH  of  CiaimM^ 


60th  Congress,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  I  Document 

Ist  Sess/on.      )  |    No.  809. 


J.  W.  CLOYD,  ADMINISTELA.TOR. 


LETTER  FBOM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  COUBT  OF  CULIMB 
TRANSMITTING  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  COUBT 
IN  THE  CASE  OF  J.  W.  CLOYD,  ADMINISTBATOB  OF  J.  W.  CLOYD, 
DECEASED,  AGAINST  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


March  26,  1908.— Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

Wafihington^  March  ^-4,  1908. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court  I  transmit  herewith  a  certi- 
fied copy  of  the  findings  of  fact  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid 
cause,  which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  resolution  of  the 
House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  Marcli  3,  1887,  known  as 
the  Tucker  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  Ilouse  of  Representatives. 


[Court  of  Claims.    Congressional,  No.  11188.    J.  W.  Cloyd,  administrator  of  John  W.  Cloyd,  deceased, 

V.  The  United  8tate«.J 

Thia  case,  beinjr  a  claim  for  supplies  or  stores  alleged  to  have  been  taken  by  or  fur- 
nislu'd  to  the  inilitarv  forces  of  the  United  States  for  their  use  during  the  late  war 
for  the  suppression  of  the  rebellion,  the  court,  on  a  preliminary  inquiry,  finds  that 
Jolin  \V.  Cloyd,  deceased,  the  person  alleged  to  have  furnished  such  supplies  or 
stores,  or  from  whom  the  same  are  alleged  to  have  been  taken,  was  loyal  to  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  throughout  said  war. 

By  the  Ck)URT. 

Filed  March  26,  1906. 


[Court  of  Claims,    Congreasional,  No.  11188.    J.  W.  Cloyd,  administrator  ol  J.  W.  Cloyd,  deceased, ». 

The  United  Slates.] 

STATEMENT  OP  CASE. 

This  is  a  claim  for  stores  and  supplies,  alleged  to  have  been  taken  by  the  military 
forces  of  the  United  States  during  the  war  for  the  suppression  of  the  rel)ellion.  On 
the  20th  day  of  Fe))ruary,  1^03,  the  House  of  Representatives  referred  to  the  court  a 
bill  in  the  following  words: 

*'[H.  R.  5491,  Fifty-seventh  Congress,  first  session.] 
"A  BILL  For  the  relief  of  the  heirs  of  J.  W.  Cloyd,  deceased. 

''Be  it  enacted  by  the  S/'tmte  and  Home  of  lieprennitatives  of  the  United  States  of  America 
in  Couf/rrsft  assemhh  d,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be,  and  he  is  hereby,  author- 
ized and  directed  to  pay,  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropri- 


3  J.  W,  OLOTD. 

Bt*Hl,  to  the  hdrsof  J.  W.  Cloyd,  Jpeea^rJ,  of  WUfflori  Contity,  T^?nn*>Bt^<»<*t  the  earn 
of  MX  thoii^imjd  three  htiDiind'  am!  sixty  dolliirii,  i<>r  pruptrty  takew  by  the  Federal 
forces  fi>r  llif  ir  yist^  during  the  war  Ix'lween  the  8ratt'*j.^* 

The  claimant  appeared  in  this  enurt  AugUit2Ui  (WJ3,aml  filed  h\n  petition,  jn  which 
it  ij8  eulft^tMtiUaHy  avtrneJ  that  he  ie  the  admhiiatnilor  of  J.  W»  Cloyd,  decen-sted, 
formerly  of  the  cijiinty  of  Wilsjua  and  8tate  of  TeniieBwee;  that  he  ha^i  for  a  consider- 
able niittiher  of  yearn  rt^iue.'^tol  Memlvers  of  Contfre^  from  hU  iistrict  to  have  this 
claim  alkivved:  that  J.  W*  Cloyd,  deceased,  ^m  loyal  throutrhout  the  war  for  the 
fiuppreeiriion  uf  the  roljeHion ;  that  the  Uniteil  Statejji  military  fitroes  took  f rom  dei -edt^ii t 
ueur  thei  town  of  Green  Hill,  VVilaoo  Oountyj  Tenn,,  during  the  yeare  1802,  l^ilS^and 
1804— 

S.W  bari^lif  of  com .- ^ .-  |2,800 

4,tK.iU  bnudlefl  of  foilfU^r , . .  80 

2-1*1  bu3heU  ol  wheat , ..,...,,., 500 

IG  h»*ad  of  oalile --. ...-, .,„.....  400 

3htii^«  ...- ,. . , _,,.___ 450 

60(U'ordB  of  wood.. ...  1,500 

15  hf.-ad  of  hoga. , , . . . , , , . 150 

40  standfl  of  bees  ,*.-.. - --- 80 

Lt^ather — eon  tents  of  tanywi  tl 400 

Total - ----- .-,_-.. 6,  3t30 

8aid  yitores  and  Hnpplie«  wer*»  taken  by  General  Van  01  eve' e  dirimon  of  General  Crit> 
teiKii'ti'B  (joffis  in  iJt*f'eniber,  1HH2,  General  Witder*e  command  in  iHtiS,  and  Geii,  O,  M* 
Miti^h<'irE<  command  in  ISH'i;  foraj*e  taken  by  tjrnind  Nrjffey'a  command  in  IStiHj 
wchhJ  vvaa  takei>  by  General  Kellojf'i*  <:ouimiihd  in  \SiiA  nnd  ]Hii4. 

On  ft  preliniinary  inqniry  the  cnurt,  on  ihe  2*31  h  dk\y  of  ]^larrh,  lWf>,  fo*ind  that 
the  person  alU-^ed  ui  have  fnrnishtfd  the  euppiir^e  or  Ptor^a^  or  frotn  whivtn  thny  wito 
alWeii  to  have  bt^n  taken,  wiia  loyal  to  the  Government  of  the  United^tated 
thr^Mi^hovtt  said  war. 

The  ca^e  was  brought  to  a  hearing  on  lt«  merits  on  the  lf*th  day  of  March,  ti*0^, 

Burton  T.  l^*yle,  esq.,  appeared  for  claiiiiiinti  and  the  Attomey-tieneral,  by 
George  M.  AndeVs^ou,  eg*].,  Ym  OR^isTant  and  nndt  r  his  direction,  appeared  for  the 
defence  and  pnitei'tion  of  the  interest*  of  the  Tnitefl  States. 

The  c**nrt  ujion  the  evidem e  adduced  by  the  ehumant,  none  being  addnted  by  the 
debTiflant*^,  and  after  considering  the  briefs  and  argnmenta  of  counsel  on  both  sides, 
niakes  the  following 

FINDIIJQfi  OF   FACT. 

L  Claimant's  decedent,  John  W.  Cloyd,  was  loyal  to  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  throughout  the  late  civil  war,  as  heretofore  found  by  the  court  March 
26,  1906. 

II.  During  said  peritid  the  military  forces  of  the  United  States,  by  proper  author- 
ity, fpr  the  use  of  the  Army,  toot  from  claimant's  decedent  inWils^on  County, 
StulL"  of  Tennci^Hi^e,  property  of  the  kind  iiiirl  character  desi  ribed  in  the  jjetition, 
vi  liii'li  at  the  tirue  and  j^laceof  taking:  was^  reasonably  worth  the  anm  of  two  thoui^sind 
one  hnmlred  and  twenty-five  dollars  (|2^11i5),  no  part  of  which  appears  to  have 
been  paid, 

III.  The  claim  hert^in  was  never  presented  to  any  Department  of  the  ^iovemmont 
prior  to  \tB  presentation  to  Conj^resa  and  reft^rence  to  thi.s  court  by  resf»lntion  of  the 
Hous^e  of  Rt'prcsentntiveB  as  herein liefore  set  forth  in  tlie  s*iatement  of  the  cape,  and 
no  reason  Is  yiven  why  the  bar  of  any  statute  of  limitrttions  should  be  rcmioved  or 
whieb  shall  be  claimed  to  exctiae  the  claimant  for  not  having  reaorted  to  any  cetab- 
belied  legal  remedy. 

By  THE  Court. 
Filed  March  23,  1908. 
A  true  copv, 

Te^t  ibis  2ith  day  of  March^  1908, 
[sKiJu]  John  Randolfb, 

As^atU  Clerk  Court  of  Clawm. 


o 


60th  Congress,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES,  j  Document 

Ist  Session.      \  (    No.  813. 


DANIEL  CARROLL. 


LETTER  FBOM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLERK  OF  THE  COXJBT  OF  CLAIMS 
TRANSMITTINO  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  COURT 
IN  THE  CASE  OF  DANIEL  CARROLL  AGAINST  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


March  26, 1908.— Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

Washington,  March  25, 1908. 
Sir  :  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court,  I  transmit  herewith  a  cer- 
tified copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  eause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War 
Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatives  under  the  act  of  March  3, 
1883,  known  as  the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives, 


[Court  of  Claims.    Congre  «ional,  No.  12759.    Daniel  Carroll  v.  The  United  States.] 

This  case  being  a  claim  for  supplies  or  stores  alleged  to  have  been  taken  by  or 
furnished  to  the  nulitarv'  forces  of  tne  United  States  for  their  use  during  the  late  war 
for  the  suppression  of  the  robellir>n,  the  a)urt,  on  a  preliminary  inquiry,  finds  that 
Daniel  ('arn»ll,  the  porson  alleged  to  have  furnished  such  supplies  or  stores  or  from 
whom  the  same  are  alleged  to  have  been  taken,  was  loyal  to  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  throughout  said  war. 

By  THE  Court. 

Filed  February  3,  1908. 


[Court  of  ClaimB.    Congressional  case  No.  12750.    Daniel  Carroll  v.  The  United  States.] 
STATEMENT  OF  CA8B. 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case,  for  siipplies  or  stores  alleged  to  have  been  taken 
by  or  furnished  to  the  military  forces  of  the  United  States  for  their  use  during  the  late 
war  for  the  suppression  of  the  rebellion ,  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the  Committee 
on  War  Claims  of  the  llouse  of  Representatives  on  the  12th  day  of  Febniary,  1907. 

On  a  preliminar>'  inquiry  the  court,  on  the  3d  day  of  February,  1908,  found  that  the 
person  alleged  to  have  fumislied  the  supplies  or  stores  or  from  wnom  they  wore  alleged 
to  have  been  taken  was  loyal  to  the  Government  of  the  United  States  throughout  said 
war. 

The  case  was  brought  to  a  hearing  on  its  merits  on  the  16th  day  of  March,  1908. 


Frauds  L,  Neubeck^  eec|.,  appeared  for  claimant,  and  the  Attomey-Geneml,  hj 
Percy  M.  Cox,  esq.,  hia  afiebtant  and  under  his  direction,  appeared  for  the  defense  and 
protection  of  the  mterf^s  of  the  Uaited  States. 

The  elainiant  in  hia  petition  mak€«  the  folio ^in|  allegadona: 

That  he  is  a  cilizen  of  the  United  St4it6fl,  residing  in  Tuscaloosa  County,  State  of 
Alftbamsi,  where  be  resided  during  the  late  war  of  the  rebellioii;  that  at  different  dme« 
during  said  period  the  United  St-atea  forces^  by  proper  aulhority^  took  from  petitioner 

aoartenaa^tfr  stores  and  commirearv'  suppUes  of  tte  \^iie  of  |177  and  appropriated 
le  same  to  the  uae  of  the  United  States  Army,  br  followe: 

Tkkeu  OD  or  about  April  1^,1865,  by  troiipB  belonging  to  Major-Gen eml  Wilfion'e 
azmy: 

1  tn^e. .-,,,...,,**.. ,_.. „  fl50 

80  potjndfl  of  bacon ,.. . ....       20 

7  buflhelaof  com » - , 7 


I 


Total. 


- -.... .,,..,,, 177 

The  court  J  upon  the  evidence  and  after  considering  the  briefs  and  azgiiments  of 
counsel  on  both  eides^  makea  the  following 

FINDING   O?  WJ^Cr, 

Dtuing  the  late  civil  war  at  different  times  the  military  forces  of  the  United  States, 
by  proper  authority,  for  the  uae  of  the  Army^  took  from  the  claimant  in  Tuscalooai 
County,  Ala.,  commisaary  stores  and  bud  plies  of  the  kind  and  character  described  in 
the  petition  which  were  at  the  time  ana  place  of  taking  reasonably  worth  tlie  sum  of 
one  Hundred  and  fifty  dollara  (^150),  no  part  of  which  appears  to  have  been  paid* 

By  teb  CoDfiT. 

Filed  March  23, 1908.  _ 

A  irtie  copy. 

Test  this  25th  d&y  of  March^  1908, 

[seal.]  John  Eakdoub^ 

AuiitajU  Ckrk  Court  of  Claims. 


60th  Congress,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  (  Document 

let  Session.      \  1   No.  821. 


SLOOP  HIRAM. 


LETTEB  FBOM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  COUBT  OF  CLAIMS 
TBANSMITTING  A  COPY  OF  THE  CONCLUSIONS  OF  LAW  AND  OF 
FACT  IN  THE  FBBNCH  SPOLIATION  CASES  RELATING  TO  THE 
SLOOP  HIBAM,  PABDON  SHELDON,  KASTEB. 


March  28,  1908. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 


Court  of  Claims, 

Washington,  D.  C,  March  ^7,  1908. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  transmit  here- 
with the  conchusions  of  fact  and  of  law  tiled  under  the  act  of  January 
20,  1885,  in  the  French  spoliation  daimn  set  out  in  the  annexed  find- 
ings by  the  court  relating  to  the  vessel  sloop  Hiram,  Pardon  Sheldon, 
master. 

I  am,  very  i*espectfully,  youi-s,  etc., 

John  Randoi.ph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  tlie  House  of  Representatives. 


[Court  of  Claims.    French  Spoliations.    Act  of  January  20. 1886. 23  Stat.  L.,  283.    Sloop  Hiram,  Pardon 

Sheldon,  master.] 

No.  of 
case.  Claimant. 

2529.    The  Rhode  Island  Hospital  Trust  Co.,  trustee  for  the  Providence,  Washington 

Insurance  Company. 

CONCLUSIONS  OP   FACT. 

This  case  was  tried  before  the  Court  of  Claims  on  the  6th  day  of  December,  1892. 
The  claimant  was  represented  by  Edward  Lander,  esq.,  and  the  United  States,  defend- 
ants, by  the  Attorney-General,  through  his  assistants  in  the  Department  of  Justice, 
Charles  W.  Russell,  and  Alex.  C.  Moore,  esqrs.,  with  whom  was  Assistant  Attorney- 
General  John  B.  Cotton. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence,  and  after  hearing?  the  arguments  and  considering 
same,  with  the  briefs  of  counsel  on  each  sicle,  determined  the  facts  to  be  as  follows: 

I.  On  the  22d  of  March.  1800,  the  sloop  Hirnm^  a  dulv  registered  vessel  of  the 
United  State-^,  measuring  59  70/95  tons,  whereof  Pardon  Sheldon  was  master,  sailed 
from  Charleston,  S.  C,  with  a  cargo  on  board  consisting  of  tobacco,  rice,  pork,  beef, 
staves,  and  other  articles,  bound  for  the  island  of  St.  Thomaa, 
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SLOOP    HIBAM. 

On  the  Sfith  d^y  of  April,  1800^  tlie  Hirnm  wa*  captured  by  the  privateer  Im  SotfU^ 
CBptain  Guy,  and  on  the  let  of  Jnae,  18<X),  was  condemned  bv  a  a€H*ree  of  the  tribo* 
nal  of  comiierce  iitting  at  Basse-Terrer  island  qI  Gaudeloupet  aa  foliows: 

"In  tht  nnrm  of  the  French  Republic: 

*'The  tribunal  of  <M>itimerce  and  of  prices  established  in  the  iaUind  of  Gaudeloujp©^ 
fflttinp  at  Ba«se-Terre  in  said  island,  in  its  onliimry  meeting  of  the  12tii  of  Prmirul, 
year  8  uf  the  French  Kepubilc,  one  and  indiviiiibte. 

"Considering  the  procea  verW  relating  to  the  affixing  of  the  seals  on  board  Xhm 
Americ£in  s'e;(sel  Hiram ,  fro[D  Providence,  Caphiin  Pardon  Sheldon,  captured  by  the 
privateer  Lt  SoiHl^  Captain  Guy,  owned  by  the  oitiKen  Sober,  which  procee  verlial 
^as  made  by  citisten  Balthivj^ir  Bi>!ardt  commissioner  of  the  Government  {of  the 
a(?ent43  of  the  consuls  of  the  French  Kepublic),  in  the  Swedish  island  St*  Barthelemy 
on  the  {^ih  of  Flor^'al  La^^t,  to  wldeh  is  attached  the  inventory  of  the  shipping  papers 
of  paid  vessel;  aljso  the  interrogntonea  of  eaid  Captain  Pardon  Sheldon  and  John 
Actsworth,  cabio-b<:jy  of  said  f-a]>tain,  which  were  plnced  at  the  bar. 

*'  Havinif  heard  the  pre'^id^ini'sH  report  and  the  argument  of  the  commiaaionfir  of 
the  Governmt'Dt  the  ca^e  deb  berated  uj»on. 

^'  Whereas  it  apptam  from  said  reports  (the  papers  of  the  veesel  were  thrown  o^ier- 
board  bb  was  teetilied  to  before  the  justice  of  the  fn*ace  of  I'ort  de  la  Libcrte  by  citisen 
Biiiard,  in  whose  care  they  were;  the  compared  est  tract  f]|f  ores  with  the  documenta 
of  the  22  Flon'al  Uet)  that  the  Untof  the  crew  found  atnoim  said  ve^^rs  pajkera  ia 
without  the  ^ignaturu  of  any  public  ofBcer  and  thenafore  vuiiL 

*^By  applyinjjf,  1st,  article  \2  of  the  regtilations  conc«rmng  iieijniree  dated  October 
21,  1744,  which  says:  'WHl  be  lawful  prizee  all  foreign  veseeltf  on  which,  etc.,  or 
whiph  hftve  not  on  board  the  Hit  of  the  crew  ae  prescribed  and  indued  by  the  pufxlie 
authorities*  of  the  neutral  norts  from  which  those  vessels  have  sailed^^ 
cii 


♦  <  *>i 


I 


~) 


2d.  Article  4  of  the  decree  of  the  FIxecutive  Directory  of  Ventoee  12,  Fe«r  &, 
read  in  j?  thii§;  'In  coo  fortuity  with  the  law  of  February  14,  17iJ3,  the  clispod* 
tions  of  the  f^rujicrijjtions  of  tictnber  2lst,  3  744,  and  July  2Sth,  1778,  concernioir  (he 
manner  to  establish  the  ownersliip  of  neutral  ve^els  and  cai^oes  will  be  carried  out 
according  to  fctrm  and  tenor. 

^''Thereiore  every  American  vessel  will  l*e  declared  f^ood  pri»e  which  h«»  not  on 
board  a  list  of  the  ereW|  in  \hw  form,  as  prescribed  by  the  nnxlel  alta^^hetl  to  the 
treaty  i>f  February  6th,  1778,  the  application  of  whicb  iei  prescribed  by  artidiis  2^ 
and  27  of  the  flanie  trciily.* " 

The  tribunal  ^riving  jud^jment  in  favor  of  the  demand  of  the  commissioner  of  the 
Government  det4  a  res  to  be  K<Mjd  pri/.e  the  Amcrii-an  ve««el  //Frvrm,  to|:L4her  with  her 
rigging,  Appurtenances,  and  cargo,  and  decrees  their  sale  in  Uie  aci^tietomed  mnnner 
to  the  beiieJit  of  ca]ptor85  owners,  and  interested  parties  of  the  privateer  Lf  SftltU^  ati 
inventory  being  iruwle  of  all  beforehand  in  pre4?ence  of  tho«>e  concerned. 

It.  By  virtne  of  said  decree,  said  vessel  and  cargo  became  a  total  iam  to  the 
owners  thereof. 

III. 

The  vahie  of  the  vcp«c1  was $2, 000. 00 

The  value  of  the  cargo  was 1,590.  39 

Amounting  in  all  to 3,590.39 

IV.  Oliver  Earle,  William  Earle,  Benjamin  E.  Gorton,  and  John  Earle,  all  citi- 
zens of  the  United  States,  were  the  owners  of  the  vessel. 

V.  The  car^o  was  owned  by  William  Earle,  Charles  Sheldon,  Oliver  Earle,  Joeeph 
Tillingha>'t,  Benjamin  E.  Gorton,  William  E.  Tillinghast,  and  John  Sheldon,  all 
citizens  of  the  United  States. 

VI.  On  the  24th  of  January,  1800,  the  Washington  Insurance  Company  insnred 
William  Earle,  Charles  Sheldon,  and  Oliver  Earle  in  the  sum  of  $2,300  on  the  sloop 
Hiram  and  cargo,  from  Providence  to  Charleston,  and  from  thence  to  at  and  from 
St.  Thomas,  to  any  port  in  the  United  States,  $1,200  on  vessel,  and  $1,100  on  cargo. 
On  Oct()l)er  24,  1800,  the  said  Washington  Insurance  Company  paid  to  the  said  Wil- 
liam Earle  ancl  Oliver  Earle  the  sum  of  $l,5.'i3.33  as  for  a  total  loes,  payment  of  which 
is  shown  by  receipt  for  said  amount  date<l  October  24,  1800.  On  September  29,  1800, 
said  insurance  company  paid  to  Charles  Sheldon  $766.67  as  for  a  total  losB,  payment 
of  which  is  established  by  receipt  for  said  amount,  dated  September  29,  1800. 

VI.  On  the  .SOtli  of  April,  ]8<X),  said  Washington  Insurance  Company  insured 
Messrs.  Joseph  Tillinghast,  Benjamin  E.  Gorton,  and  William  E.  TiHinghaat  in  the 
sum  of  $800  on  sloop  llirmn  and  cargo,  from  South  Carolina  to  St  Thomas — $400  on 
the  vessel  and  $400  on  the  cargo. 
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On  October  21, 1800,  said  infiuranoe  company  paid  the  insnred  aa  for  a  total  loss  the 
sum  of  $800,  which  payment  ia  eatabliahed  by  receipt  for  said  amount,  dated  October 
21,  1800. 

VII.  On  the  30th  of  April,  1800,  said  Washington  Insurance  Company  insured 
Messrs.  Pardon  Sheldon  and  John  J.  Sheldon  in  the  sum  of  $400,  value  on  board 
sloop  Hiram — $300  for  Pardon  Sheldon,  beins  on  his  commissions  and  adventure 
valued  at  this  sum,  and  $100  for  John  J.  Sheldon,  beine  on  his  adventure  and  wages 
valued  at  that  sum,  from  Charleston  to  St  Thomas  and  from  thence  to  any  one  port 
in  the  United  Statea. 

On  October  21,  1800,  said  Washington  Insurance  Company  paid  the  insured  the 
sum  of  $400,  aa  for  a  total  loss,  which  payment  is  established  by  receipt  dated  October 
21,  1800. 

VIII.  The  losses  of  the  Washington  Insurance  Company,  by  reason  of  the  capture 
of  the  Hiram  and  for  which  it  was  entitled  to  indemnity,  amounts  to  $3,500. 

IX.  The  said  Washington  Insurance  Company,  a  corporation  existing  under  the 
laws  of  the  State  of  Rhode  Island,  made  the  insurance  as  set  out  in  the  preceding 
findings.  In  March,  1820,  the  Washington  Insurance  Company  was  incorporated 
with  the  Providence  Insurance  Company,  and  the  name  became  thereafter  the  Provi- 
dence-Waahington  Insurance  Company.  Upon  the  increase  of  capital  stock  of  the 
Providence- Washington  Insurance  Company,  and  for  the  purpose  of  securing  to  the 
then  stockholders  thereof  and  their  lesal  renresentatives  all  sums  of  money  which 
mi^ht  thereafter  be  collected  from  the  Uniteo  States  on  account  of  French  spoliation 
claims,  the  Providence- Washington  Insurance  Company,  on  the  Ist  day  of  May,  1875, 
assigned  all  their  French  spoliation  claims,  including  the  claim  which  is  the  subject 
of  this  report,  to  the  Rhode  Island  Hospital  Trust  Ck>mpany,  a  corporation  existing 
under  the  laws  of  Rhode  Island,  in  trust  for  the  benefit  of  such  stockholders  and 
their  legal  repreeentatives. 

Said  claim  was  not  embraced  in  the  convention  between  the  United  States  and  the 
Republic  of  France  concluded  on  the  30th  of  April,  1803,  and  was  not  a  claim 
growing  out  of  the  acts  of  France  allowed  and  paid  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the 
provisions  of  the  treaty  between  the  United  States  and  Spain  concluded  on  the  22(1 
of  February,  1819,  and  was  not  allowed  in  whole  or  in  part  under  the  provisions  of 
the  treaty  between  the  United  States  and  France  of  the  4th  of  July,  1831. 

The  claimant,  in  \t»  representative  capacity,  is  the  owner  of  said  claim,  which  has 
never  been  assigned  except  as  aforesaid. 

CONCLUSIONS  OF  LAW. 

The  court  decides  aa  conclusions  of  law  that  said  seizure  and  condemnation  were 
illegal,  and  the  owners  and  insurers  had  valid  claims  of  indemnity  therefor  tipon  the 
French  Government  prior  to  the  ratification  of  the  convention  between  the  United 
States  and  the  French  Republic  concluded  on  the  30th  day  of  September,  1800;  that 
said  claim  was  relinquished  to  France  by  the  Government  of  the  United  States  by 
said  treaty  in  part  consideration  of  the  relinquishment  of  certain  national  claims  of 
France  against  the  United  States;  and  that  the  claimant  ia  entitled  to  the  following 
sum  from  the  United  States,  as  follows: 

The  Rhode  Island  Hospital  Trust  Company,  trustee  for  the  Providence,  Wash- 
ington Insurance  Company,  to  the  sum  of  three  thousand  five  hundred 

dollars $3,500 

By  the  Court. 
Filed  Japuary  3,  1883. 
A  true  copy. 

Tent  this  27th  day  of  March,  A.  D.  1908. 
[aKAu]  John  Randolph, 

AttiaUmi  Clerk  Court  of  Claim$, 


iMym  Congress,  )   HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  \  Document 
Ist  Session.      J  (No.  822. 


WILLIAM  E.  CARTER,  ADMINISTRATOR. 


LETTEB  FROM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  COXTBT  OF  CLAIMS 
TBANSMITTINa  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  COUBT 
IN  THE  CASE  OF  WILLIAM  E.  CARTER,  ADMINISTRATOR  OF 
MELVINA  A.  CARTER,  DECEASED,  AGAINST  THE  TTNITED 
STATES. 


March  28,  1908. — Referred  to  the  Coumiittee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  op  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

Washington,  March  ^7,  1908. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court,  I  transmit  herewith  a  cer- 
tified copy  of  the  findings  ti!ed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War  Claims 
of  the  House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3, 1883,  known 
as  the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Clahns, 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  tlie  House  of  Representatives. 


[Court  of  Claims.    CongreMional,  No.  11761.    Estate  of  Melyina  A.  Carter,  deceased,  v.  The  United 

Btates.] 

This  case,  bein^  a  claim  for  supplies  or  stores  alleged  to  have  been  taken  by  or  fur- 
nished to  the  military  forces  of  the  United  States  for  their  use  during  the  late  war  for 
the  suppression  of  the  rebellion,  the  court,  on  a  preliminary  inquiry,  finds  that  Mel- 
vina  A.  Carter,  deceased,  the  person  alleged  to  have  furnished  such  supplies  or  stores, 
or  from  whom  the  same  are  alleged  to  have  been  taken,  was  loyal  to  the  Government 
of  the  United  States  throughout  said  war. 

By  thr  CJourt. 

Filed  March  11,  1907. 


[Court  of  Clalmii.    Oongressioiial  case  No.  11761.    William  E.  Carter,  administrator  of  estate  of 
MelTina  A.  Carter,  deceasedi  v.  The  United  States.] 


flTATEMBNT  OF  CASE. 


The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  for  supplies  or  stores,  alleged  to  have  been 
taken  by  or  furnished  to  the  military  forces  of  the  United  States  for  their  use  during 
the  late  war  for  the  suppression  of  the  rebellion,  was  transmitted  to  the  conrt  by  the 
Committee  on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the  10th  day  of 
January,  1905. 


On  «  fireli  mi  nary  inquiry  the  conH^  on  ihe  Iltb  <iay  of  Marth,  1907.  foatid  th&t 
ihe  ^jer^OD  4i.Ueg€d  to  have  fuitijfiht;^  tiie  £ii^|>llee  or  etoree,  Qt  from  whom  f:hey  wet^ 
allt'ged  to  have  been  taken,  waa  lofal  to  the  GoTemmeiit  of  the  United  States 

throughout  eaid  war. 

The  ca*e  waa  brought  to  a  h^^ng  on  ite  merits  on  the  lOth  day  of  March,  1908, 

John  $,  Duffie,  esff  t  apf reared  for  claimant^  and  the  A  ttorney-( General,  by  Charles 
F/Klncheloe^  esq.*  h*B  assistant ,  and  umWr  his  tiirectioOj  appeArtd  for  tli'e  defense 
and  protection  of  tlie  inter^M^  of  the  United  States. 

The  claimant  in  htB  petition  makei  the  following  allepitionfi: 

That  during  the  war  for  the  suppreaeion  of  the  rebellion  Melvina  A.  Ca^rter,  now 
deeeaaed,  was,  during  the  year  1S63,  lining  in  the  county  of  HanJemaUt  Tenn.,  was 
then  and  there  the  owner  of  certain  property:  that  the  Federal  troope  under  the 
cpmraand  of  an  officef  by  the  name  of  Logan^  during;  180S,  took  from  her,  at  the 
eaid  county,  for  the  use  of  the  Federal  Army,  by  the  authority  of  the  said  Logan, 
two  mules,  each  of  the  value  of  ^2^^:  one  hor»e,  f  175;  total*  f675. 

That  Representative  John  ^.  Kittle,  on  ihe  &th  day  of  January^  1905,  introduced 
into  the  Lower  House  of  Congress  a  bill,  H.  R.  17428,  for  the  relief  of  the  lefz&l 
repre^ntaiive^  of  the  estate  of  Melvina  A.  Carter. 

Vetitioner  further  f^y&  that  a  claim  for  the  value  of  aaid  horse  and  mules  was  filed 
with  the  Quarlermaster*General*  Washington,  D.  C,  August  26,  1865,  in  the  sum  of 
11675;  that  said  claim  waa  ni>t  allowed  hy  theQuarterma.'^ter-General,  i¥bo  was  unable 
to  certify  that  he  was*  sati^^ed  of  the  loyalty  of  the  clatniauL  A  note  to  that  e£fect 
is  herewith  hied  wjtli  thL^  j)etitioD5  dated  !?ovember  19, 1^*05. 

Petitioner  farther  say  a  that  every  legal  aud   proper  efiort  haa  been  made  in  th« 

firoper  channel!^,  from  §aid  time  <^n tin uou sly  down  to  the  present  time,  for  the  ool- 
ection  of  eaid  tdaim. 

That  said  Melvina  A.  Carter  wai,  at  the  time  of  aaid  taking  and  during  the  entire 
period  of  Bald  war,  loyal  to  the  United  Stales,  and  that  at  no  time  durfng  eaid  war 
were  any  of  the  heii^  of  said  Melvina  A.  Carter  old  enough  to  have  any  political 
opinions^ 

Bai^l  ]^tition  concludes  with  prayer  for  findings  of  facts. 

Sutttsequently,  to  wit,  on  De^'ember  1,  1906,  gaid  administrator  filed  a  supplemental 
petitioUp  in  wSieh  heavern: 

That  after  fiiing  his  first  netUion  he  diecx)vered  that,  in  addition  to  the  2  mules  and 
1  horse  taken  from  the  Baia  Melvina  A.  Coit^^^r,  there  waa  at  the  said  time  and  place 
al.«w)  taki  n  by  the  Federal  troops  100  bus li els  of  com,  50  cents  fier  busf^hel,  $50:  l»t.>00 
binds  of  fod'der,  2i  c*mts  per  bind,  $25;  li  t^tns  of  hay,  $30;  7  barrels  of  flour,  |70; 
12  Liarrels  of  meal,  $60;  1  new  two-horge  wagon,  $100;  1  set  of  double  wagon  bar* 
ne^s,  $50;  |500  in  gold  coin;  making  a  total  of  $88S,  making  a  grand  total  of  $1,560^ 

The  court,  umn  the  evidence  ana  after  considerlDg  the  brie£s  and  ailment  of 
counsel  on  both  sides,  makes  the  following 

FINDING  OF  FACT. 

During  the  late  civil  war,  in  the  year  1863,  the  military  forces  of  the  United  States, 
by  proper  authority,  for  the  use  of  the  Army,  took  from  claimant's  decedent  in 
Haixieman  County,  Tenn.,  property  of  the  kind  and  character  described  in  the 
petition,  which  at  the  time  and  place  of  taking  was  reasonably  worth  the  sum  of 
two  hundred  and  forty  dollars  ($240),  no  part  of  which  appears  to  have  been  paid. 

By  the  Ck>UBT. 
Filed  March  16, 1908. 
A  true  copy. 

Test  this  27th  day  of  March,  1908. 
[seal.]  John  Randolph, 

Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  CZotnuu 


60th  Congress,  )  HOUSE  OF  BEPRESENTATIVES.  J  Document 
1st  Seman.      J  1    No.  837. 


E.  B.  BOTTOM,  EXECUTOR. 


LETTEB  FBOK  THB  A8SI8TAKT  CLERK  OF  THE  COXTBT  OF  CLAIMS 
T&AK8MITTINQ  A  COPT  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BT  THE  COUBT 
IN  THE  CASE  OF  B.  B.  BOTTOM,  EXECUTOR  OF  HENBT  P.  BOT- 
TOM, DECEASED,  AGAINST  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


April  3, 1908. — ^Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 


Court  of  Claims.  Clerk's  Office, 

Washington,  April  2^  1908, 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  orde^r  of  the  court  I  transmit  herewith  a  certi- 
Ued  copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause,  which 
case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War  Claims, 
House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883,  known  as 
the  Bowman  Act. 

I  am,  vei-y  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representati/ces. 


[Coart  of  CUiniB.    Congreflrional,  Nos.  9677  and  25U.    EsUte  of  Henry  P.  Bottom,  deceaned,  v.  The 

United  States.J 

This  case,  being  a  claim  for  supplies  or  stores  alleged  to  have  been  taken  by  or 
furnish^  to  tiie  military  forces  of  the  United  States  for  their  ui^e  during  the  late  war 
for  the  suppression  of  the  rebellion,  the  court,  on  a  preliminary  inquiry,  tin«ls  that 
Henry  P.  Bottom,  deceased,  the  person  alleged  to  have  furnished  such  supplies  or 
stores,  or  from  whom  the  same  are  alleged  to  have  l)een  taken,  was  loyal  to  the  (gov- 
ernment of  the  United  States  throughout  said  war. 

By  the  Coubt. 

Filed  March  7, 1907. 


[Ooort  or  CUimt.    Confrenloiud  case  Nos.  9877  and  2514,  conBolldated.    R.  B.  Bottom,  executoir  ef 
the  iMt  will  and  testament  of  Henry  P.  Bottom,  deceased,  v.  The  United  States.] 

STATEMENT  OF  CASE. 

The  claim  in  the  above  entitled  case,  for  su])plios  or  stores  alleged  to  have  been 
taken  by  or  furnished  to  the  militarv  forces  of  the  Unite<l  States  for  their  use  during 
the  late  war  for  the  suppression  of  the  rel)ellion,  was  transniitteci  to  the  court  by  the 
Committee  on  War  Claims,  House  of  Representatives,  on  the  19th  day  of  Jannarv,  18«9. 

On  a  preliminary  inquiry  the  court,  on  the  7th  day  of  March,  1904,  found  that  the 
person  alleged  to  have  furnished  the  supplies  or  stores,  or  from  whom  they  were 
alleged  to  have  been  taken,  was  loyal  to  the  Government  of  the  United  States  tfairoagh- 
oat  said  war. 


3  fi.  B<   BOTTOir. 

The  oaee  was  hronnht  to  a.  hearing  on  il>=  merits  on  the  29th  day  of  Octi!>ber,  1907* 
\V,  W.  Dnrik'y,  f^sq.,  ajjpeureii  for  rbimantj  and  the  Attoniey*Ueneral»  by  W,  W, 
Hcott,  ^sq.f  hi*  aksif^.arU»  ami  iinf|i*r  hie  dire<*tion,  appearetl  for  the  defence  an^'j  protec" 
tion  tif  the  Interests  uf  the  L'nited  States. 
The  daiivtant  in  hU  anjended  iietitkiti  mates  the  follow ii)gf  alk-jiations: 
During  the  late  eivil  war  the  decetlent  owned  and  oecnpied  a  farm  on  the  Max  wt*M 
road,  near  IVrryviltet  in  BoyJe  County.  Ky.,on  whith  premiietJi  the  det^edetil  oh in'd 
And  kept  lar^e  nnitih«^rp  of  farm  li%^e  stock  and  large  quantifiea  of  grain  and  all  othor 
kindn  of  far  in  nropertyn 

In  thn  montn  of  <Jt  t-ohc^rT  18(:t2,  while  the  United  Sfatea  foreea  were  in  [t^i^i'tisioa 
of  or  were  overrunninfj:  that  loealitVt  before,  diiHng,  and  after  the  battle  of  Perry- 
ville,  the  oftirer&of  the  Unitt:*d  Htatt'^  entered  the  preniis*i^  of  the  d(?c'edent  And  took 
therefrom  the  fullowiniS!  items  of  property  belonging  to  eaitl  de<?edent: 

tOommif^^^ry  Btoree: 

4  head  "of  l>eef  catties^  weighi  n^  net  2^200  pound  is,  at  6  centa  per 
pound  ....... -._./,-.- _„,     |h^2. 00 

14  head  of  f^heen,  weigh inif  K40  ponnda^  at  6  eenta  per  pound.  50. 40 

2,84)1)  f h:iuiii18  lit  pork  at  5  eents  per  fiound  -.,....•*,,,*.,.,_  140.  00 

L300  pounds^  of  bacon  at  10  I'etits^per  pound ..-.....«  130. 00 

5  hend  of  beef  cattle,  weijrhing  net  2,750  pounda,  a  I  6  eente  per 
poutid _. _, 16.5.00 

16  head  of  eheep,  makin|f  960  fM>undej  at  6  cents  per  pound. .        57. 00 

5, 740  pounds  of  pork  at  h  cents  per  pound  ,,,*. ,,,>.__       2S7.  00 

3,200  pounds  of  r>acon  at  10  t'enta  per  pound .,,,..,.      320.00 

Total _-_--..... ..„,.,„„- 11,2^09 

Quarterniflfiter  stores^ 

315c5ordsof  wood  atf3.50percord ,,  752.  &0 

2,220  buehele of  t-oru  at  fiO  cents  per  bushel 1, 82iK  00 

14  tone  of  hay  at  |15  per  ton.,. __,.. , , 2UI0O 

60  bushels  of  oats  at  60  eents  per  bushel _  ^ 30. 00 

1  grey  mare,  1 5A  hands  h  i^h ,  5  yt  ar??  *yU\ 1 5(>.  00 

1  gre V  iioree,  1 6  hands  hi|f h ,  5  y ei;  r^  old .,,,,,.,,.,,,,.,..,  150. 00 

105  c'orxls  of  woo<l  at  $3.50  per  <'oid , , 367. 50 

800  buBheli  of  com  at  *iO  I'en ts  per  bushel . .  _ , . 480. 00 

8  tons  of  hay  at  |15  per  ton_ .. „.  _  120. 00 


ToUK,„--. ,._-. 3i5«O,00 


1 


Grand  total ,,. > , . . - -    4,  Sd2. Q& 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence  and  after  considering  the  briefs  and  argument  of 
counsel  on  both  sides,  makes  the  following 

FINDINGS   OP   FACT. 

I.  During  the  late  civil  war  the  claimant's  decedent,  Henry  P.  Bottom,  owned 
and  kept  a  farm  quite  near  Perryville,  in  Boyle  County,  Ky.,  on  which  pren)ises  he 
owned  and  kept  some  live  stock  and  grain  and  other  kind  of  property,  as  set  forth 
in  the  petition. 

Said  farm  was  a  portion  of  the  ground  upon  which  the  battle  of  Perryville  was 
fought  in  October,  1862.  At  the  time  of  the  battle  the  farm  was  in  a  good  state  of 
cultivation,  and  the  decedent  raised  various  kinds  of  crops  thereon. 

II.  For  some  time  before  said  battle  of  Perryville  the  ConftMierate  forces  were 
camped  in  the  vicinity  of  de('e«lent's  farm  (within  a  mile  or  two).  The  day  l>efore 
the  battle  a  force  of  Confederate  soldiers  was  camped  in  the  immediate  vicinity  and 
around  the  farm,  and  a  small  force  of  Federal  cavalry  occupied  a  portion  of  the  farm 
and  a  skirmish  occurred  on  the  premises.  When  the  general  engagement  known  as 
the  battle  of  Perryville  began  both  Union  and  Confederate  forces  occupied  the  farm, 
and  continued  to  so  occupy  the  same  during  the  progress  of  the  h»ttle.  During  the 
battle  a  field  containing  about  500  bushels  of  corn  in  the  shock  and  all  the  fencing 
around  the  premises  was  trampled  down  by  l)oth  Union  and  Confederate  armie*»  anS 
by  the  artillery  passing  over  the  ground,  and  umch  of  the  corn  and  fencing  was 
destroyed. 

III.  After  the  battle  the  Confederate  forces  slept  on  their  arms,  but  before  or  about 
daylight  on  the  morning  of  the  9th  of  October,  which  was  the  day  after  the  battle — 
the  Confederate  army  retreated,  leaving  the  Union  troops  in  possession. 


B.  B.   BOTTOM.  8 

After  the  battle  aforesaid  and  while  the  forces  of  Union  troops  were  encamped  upon 
the  premises  for  two  or  three  dHys>,  8aid  forces  took  and  asea  property  of  the  kind 
and  character  described  in  the  petition,  including  such  of  the  com  and  fencing  as 
remained  on  the  field  after  the  oattle,  all  of  which  was  then  and  there  of  the  reason- 
able value  of  Heventeen  hun<lre<l  and  Hfteen  dollars  ($1,715)  for  which  no  payment 
api)ear8  to  have  been  ma<lf . 

For  the  property  damaged  or  destroyed  during  the  battle,  asset  forth  in  finding  II, 
the  court  under  the  provisions  of  section  3  of  the  Bowman  Act  has  no  jurisdiction 
to  consider,  and  hence  no  allowancre  is  made  therefor. 

By  the  Coubt. 

Filed  March  31,  1908. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  2d  day  of  April,  1908. 

[seal.]  John  Randolph, 

AssittarU  CUrk  Court  of  Qaimi. 


60thCongbe88,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  J  Document 
let  Session.      J  1    No.  850. 


WILLIAM  DUNN,  ADMINISTRATOR. 


LETTEB  FBOM  THS  ASSISTANT  OLEBX  OF  THE  COXJBT  OF  CLAIMS 
TBANSMITTINQ  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BT  THE  COXJBT 
IN  THE  CASE  OF  WILLIAM  DUNN,  ADMINISTBATOB  OF  WOOD- 
FOBD  DUNN,  DECEASED,  AGAINST  THE  X7NITED  STATES. 


April  4,  1908.— Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 


CouuT  OF  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

Washington^  April  3^  1908. 
Sib:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court  I  transmit  herewith  a  certi- 
fied copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause,  which 
case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War  Claims,  House 
of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  8, 1883,  known  as  the  Bow- 
man Act 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  Cankon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


iCoart  of  CUlmt.    Congrenlonal,  No.  28W.    Woodford  I>imn  v.  The  United  State!.] 

This  caee,  bein^  a  claim  for  supplier  or  stores  alleged  to  have  been  takeo  by  or 
furnished  to  the  military  forces  of  the  United  States  for  their  use  during  Uie  late  war 
for  the  suppreraion  of  the  rebellion,  the  court,  on  a  preliminary  inquiry,  finds  that 
Woodford  thmn,  the  person  alleged  to  have  furnished  such  supplies  or  stores,  or 
from  whom  the  same  are  alle^ved  to  have  been  taken,  was  loyal  to  the  Government 
of  the  United  States  throughout  said  war. 

By  thb  Ck>uRT. 

Filed  June  13,  1S9S. 


[Court  of  Claims.    CongresioiiAl  case  No.  2S99.    Wflllam  Donn,  adminiitrator  of  Woodford  Dtmn* 
deceased.  «.  The  United  btates.] 

STATBHBNT  OF  CASK. 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  for  supplies,  or  stores,  alleged  to  have  been 
taken  by  or  furnished  to  the  militarv  forces  of  the  United  "  tates,  for  their  use  during 
the  late  war  for  the  suppression  of  the  rebellion,  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the 
Ck>mmittee  on  War  Claims,  House  of  Kepreeentativee,  on  the  l4th  day  of  February, 
1S8S. 

On  a  preliminary  inquiry  the  court,  on  the^l3th  day  of  June,  1S9S,  found  that  the 
person  alleged  to  nave  furnished  the  supplies  or  'stores,  or  from  whom  they  were 
alleged  to  have  been  taken,  was  loyal  to  the  Government  of  the  United  states 
throughout  said  war. 


s 


WILLIAM  DtrKH. 


The  aa«e  wm  brought  to  a  hearing  on  its  merits  on  the  10th  day  oE  March,  1&08, 
Wilson  &  Barkedale,  esqs-,  appeared  for  dainiant,  and  the  Attorney-GeDeral,  brt 

M-  L.  Blake,  esq.,  hii  a^^islant  and  under  his  direi-tionp  app>eared  for  the  defense  saA 

prot^ftion  of  the  in t*? rent*  of  the  Ufiited  States, 
The  dairnant,  in  liis  petition,  makes  the  folkivving  allegations: 
That  lie  ie  ft  citizen  of  the  United  States  and  a  resident  of  8umner  County,  in  the 

8tate  of  Tennessee,  and  files  thie  petition  aa  adminigtr^tor  of  the  estate  of  Wood  fort) 

Ihmnt  deceaaedt  formerly  a  citizen  of  the  United  Btates,  residing  in  Edmonson 

County,  Ky. 
Th?;t  he  files  this  petition  on  behalf  of  hi  ra self  and  G.  Dunn  and  Nannie  ChenauLt, 

whu  are  the  children  of  the  p«id  Woodforti  Dunn  and  his  only  heira  at  law*  and 

Mary  C.  Dunn,  the  widow  of  the  mid  Woodfoixi  Dunn,  deceased. 
That  the  aaid  claim  ia  for  commissary  Eiiuppliej^  to  the  amount  of  i3f41:)tif  aeixad  from 

the  said  Woodford  Dunn^  dei^ea^^,  while  r^idhig  in  Edmon^n  County,  Ky.,  as 

followgi: 


22,000  pounds  pork,  at  8  cents. 
2S  buahele  of  ealt,  at  |2  , 


- - 56 


Said  fiuppliea  were  aeized  Septenil>er  15,  18f>2,  by  Lieut.  Col.  Chas.  C,  Peck,  of  the 
Bixlh  Ohio  Infantry,  and  acting  coinnnssary  (if  snl^tislence  to  Brig.  Gen.  S.  J,  Wcjod, 
cotntnanding  tlie  E^iitth  Divi^^ion,  Army  of  the  UhiOp  while  the  army  waa  on  the 
march. 

7,500  pounds  of  pork,  at  8  centi._.. 

7,600  ponnds  of  mutton,  at  6  centa ^ 


- $600 

- ...,,..     450 

Baid  auppUea  were  seized  October  8, 18H2,  by  Lieut.  W,  C.  McLelanri,  quarter-mas- 
ter^  Sixth  Indiana  Infantry,  and  acting  comniisHary  of  aub^i^nee  to  General  SUTs 
Fourth  Brigade,  Second  Division,  Army  of  the  Ohio,* and  issued  to  the  men  &»  rationa. 

eOOhuirihels  of  potatoes,  nt  |1  _.,,„. „,.,,.-„ _.... --__  $600 

80 gallons  of  vmegar,  at  374  cents. _. .,. ..,       ^ 

Said  auppliefi  were  ^el^sed  September  15,  1802,  by  Capt*  J.  D.  Williams,  commi«- 
sery  of  suDslstenoe  tf^  Maj.  Gen.  McD.  Cook,  Firstl  Ci>r|>3  of  the  Array  of  Ohio,  while 
on  line  of  march  in  Edmonton  County,  Ky. 

The  court  J  upon  the  evidence  and  after  the  c^jnsideration  of  briefs  and  after  bear- 
ing the  arguments  of  the  respective  counselj  makes  the  following 

FINDING  OF  FACT. 

During  the  late  civil  war  the  military  forces  of  the  United  States  by  proper  au- 
thority, for  the  use  of  the  army,  took  from  claimant's  decedent  in  Edmonson  County, 
State  of  Kentucky,  property  of  the  kind  and  character  described  in  the  petition, 
which  at  said  time  and  place  was  reasonably  worth  the  sum  of  nine  hundred  and  ten 
dollars  ($910),  no  part  of  which  appears  to  have  been  paid. 

By  the  Coubt. 

Filed  March  16,  1908. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  3d  day  of  April,  1908. 

[seal.]  John  Randolph, 

A9ti9tarU  OUrk  Court  of  Ciainut, 


o 


60th  C0KOBX8B, )  HOUSB  OF  REPRESENTATIVES,  j  Document 
MSeasian.     f  (   No.  861. 


COLEMAN  T.  BROWN. 


LXTTEB  FBOK  THE  ASSISTANT  OLEBK  OF  THE  OOXTBT  OF  OL  AIKS 
TBAKSMITTINQ  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINQS  FILED  BY  THE  COXJBT 
nr  THE  CASE  OF  COLEICAK  T.  BBOWK  AGAINST  THE  UNITED 
STATES. 


April  14,  1908.— Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

Washington,  April  13,  1908. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court,  I  transmit  herewith  a  cer- 
tified copy  of  the  findings  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause, 
which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  (>)mmittee  on  War  Claims 
of  the  House  of  Representatives  under  the  act  of  March  3, 1883,  known 
as  the  Bowman  Act. 

1  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
AssistaiU;  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Bepresentatives. 


[Court  of  ClAims.    CongreflBionAl,  No.  2860.    Colenum  T.  Brown  v.  The  United  Statei.] 

This  (tase  being  a  claim  for  supplies  or  stores  alleged  to  have  been  taken  by  or 
furnished  to  the  military  forces  of  the  United  States  for  their  use  during  the  late 
war  for  the  suppression  of  the  rebellion,  the  court,  on  a  preliminary  inquiry,  finds 
that  Coleman  T.  Brown,  the  person  alleged  to  have  furnished  such  supplies  or  stores, 
or  from  whom  the  same  are  alleged  to  have  been  taken,  was  loyal  to  the  Government 
of  the  United  States  throughout  said  war. 

By  thb  Coubt. 

Filed  January  7, 1889. 


[Court  of  Claims.    Congreerional  case  No.  2850.    Coleman  T.  Brown  v.  The  I'nited  States.] 
8TATBMKNT  OF  CA8B. 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  for  supplies  or  stores  alleged  to  have  been 
taken  by  or  furnished  to  the  military  forces  of  the  United  States  for  their  use  dur- 
ing the  late  war  for  the  suppression'of  the  rebellion,  was  transmitted  to  the  court 
bv  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the  14th- day 
oi  February,  1888. 

On  a  preliminary  inquiry  the  court,  on  the  7th  day  of  January,  1889,  found  that 
the  person  alleged  to  have  lumished  the  supplies  or  stores,  or  from  whom  they  were 


OOI-EMAN    T.    BBOWH, 

bII^^  to  hare  been  takfiQ,  was  loyal  to  the  GoTemmenl  of  tb^  TJnttNJ  8tat« 
throughout  said  war. 

The  caae  was  brought  to  a  hearing  on  its  merits  on  the  30th  day  of  March,  1908. 

Brandeobiirig  &  Bra  mien  buT^  apijeared  for  claimant,  and  the  Attorney-General, 
by  M.  L.  Blake,  esq.,  hia  aeeJHtuntT  aud  under  bie  direction,  appeared  for  the  defense 
and  proteotion  of  the  mtere*fte  of  the  United  States, 

The  claimant  In  his  petition  nmkes  the  following  allegations: 

That  during  the  said  war  ae  wag  a  resident  of  Green  County,  State  of  Kentucky, 
and  wttJi  the  owner  and  po^tfes^or  on  hh  farm  in  ^id  county  and  State  of  certain 
quarternmster  fitoree  and  comrui.^sary  pnppheB,  which  in  the  fall  of  1862  were  eeized 
and  appropriated  to  the  use  of  the  niiiitary  fon*e«  of  the  UnittKl  States  then  stationed 
and  operating  in  said  locntity,  aiTt>rdht|f  to  the  follow Iji^  hill  of  iteujis: 

, , ,,-, ..*,„_.  11,760 

,.,- - -., 720 

.,.,,_,,,.,_....,_ 480 


88  tona  of  hav,  at  fi!0  ..-,, 

Ji40  Pords  of  wood,  at  $S- , , 

&K1  buj^bele  of  <>ats,  at  SO  cents, ^, , . 

720  butihels  of  com,  at  50  cent* 

WM)  feet  of  lumber,  at  15  cents  ^.. 
8^000  pounds  of  fodder,  at  1  cent . . . 

1  ffray  har»e -  *  - *  ^  —  .  *  ^ . . 

1  br^jwn  borpe- ..---..-. 

1  horse  . L  *-•..-_*.,,,,-•.. . 

1  bPDwn  mare.  * ,  - . 


180 
80 
160 
160 
ISO 
130 


Total-. ,- - , ,.<..,, ,..._.,  4,180 

The  c^Hirt,  upon  the  evidence  and  after  the  consideration  of  brlefia  and  after  hear- 
ing the  arpumente  of  tbe  reepectivf  counsel,  makes  the  following 


FmDIH0  or  FACT, 

DttfiE^  the  late  civiJ  war  the  military  forces  of  the  United  States,  by  proper  atithoi^ 
Ity,  far  the  use  of  tbe  Arn\y,  t^^ok  trom  the  daimant  in  Green  County,  Slate  ol 
Kentucky,  property  of  the  kind  and  character  described  in  the  petition,  which  at 
the  time  and  place  of  taking  wan  rea'?r>nabiy  worth  the  sum  (*f  sixti^en  hundred  and 
twenty  dollara  ($1^620),  no  part  of  which  appears  to  have  been  paid. 

Bv   TQI   COUBT. 

Filed  April  6,  1908, 

A  tnie  oopv. 

Teflt  this  lath  day  of  April,  1^8. 

[seal,]  John  Ranpolph, 


60th  Congress,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  »  Document 
UtS€88um.     I  I   No.  868. 


J.  MINNICK  WILLIAMS,  ADMINISTRATOR. 


LBTTEB  FBOK  THE  ASSISTANT  CLERK  OF  THE  C0X7BT  OF  CLAIMS 
TBANSMrmKQ  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BT  THE  COUBT 
nr  THE  CASE  OF  J.  MINNICK  WILLIAMS,  ADMINISTBATOB  OF 
CHAELES  N.  OBDWAT,  DECEASED,  AGAINST  THE  UNITED 
STATES. 


April  16,  1908.— Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claimfl  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  of  Claims,  Ci.ebk'8  Ofticb, 

Washington^  April  15^  1908. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court  1  transmit  herewith  a  certi- 
fied copy  of  the  findings  of  fact  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid 
cause,  which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Committee  on  War 
Claims  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  unaer  the  act  of  March  3, 
1888,  known  as  the  Bowman  Act 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims* 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Represei\tath'es. 


[Ccrart  of  Claims.    CongreniOBal,  No.  45<B.    Cluirles  N.  Ordway  v.  The  United  States.] 

This  case,  beinf?  a  claim  for  supplies  or  stores  alleged  to  have  been  taken  by  or 
furnished  to  the  militarv  forces  of  the  United  States  for  tbeir  use  during  the  late  war 
for  the  suppression  of  the  rebellion,  the  court,  on  a  preliminary  inquiry,  finds  that 
Charles  N.  Ordway,  the  person  alleged  to  have  furnished  such  supplies  or  stores,  or 
from  whom  the  same  are  alleged  to  have  been  taken,  was  loyal  to  the  Government 
of  the  United  States  throughout  said  war. 

By  thb  Court. 

Filed  January  16,  1905 


[Court  of  Olaims,  CongresBional  case  No.  4MS.    J.  Minnick  Williams,  administrator  of  the  estate  of 
Charles  N.  Ordway.  v.  The  United  States.] 

STATBMKNT  OF  CASK. 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case  for  supplies  or  stores  alleged  to  have  been 
taken  by  or  furnished  to  the  militarv  forces  of  the  United  States  for  their  use  daring 
the  late  war  for  the  supprewion  of  the  rebellion  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the 
Committee  on  War  Cluiuiiiof  the  House  of  Representativee  on  the  7th  day  of  May,  1888. 


J.  MINN1CE    WILLIAMS. 


00  a  preliminary  inquiry  the  court,  oa  the  16th  day  of  January,  1905*  found  that 
the  person  alleged  to  have  furniihed  the  PwppHes  or  etor««,  or  from  whom  they  were 
alleged  to  have  been  taken,  was  loyal  to  the  Government  of  the  ITnited  States 
throughout  eaid  war. 

The  caae  was  hroueht  to  a  hearing  on  ita  meriti  on  the  —  day  of  Aprils  1908. 

Measra.  Dudley  &  Michener  appeared  for  daimant,  and  the  Attorney- Genera  I,  by 
W\  W.  Scott,  eeq.,  hia  assistant,  and  under  his  direction,  appeared  for  the  defense 
snd  protection  of  the  intereata  of  the  Ignited  Staree. 

Th  e  el  a  ( r  Jiant  in  hia  pet  i  ti  on  mak  es  t  lie  f  o  1 1  o  w  i  nj?  al  I  egat  io  us : 

During  the  period  of  the  civil  war  decedent  resided  in  Uilea  County,  Tenn.f  where 
he  w  a«  posiesaed  of  a  laree  plantation  and  lan^  rinantttiea  of  all  kinds  of  ^rofXirty  of 
the  nature  found  on  euch  plantations,  including  live  etock,  wood,  proviaiuna,  stock 
feed^  and  farm  utensils, 

DuHng  the  occupation  of  that  locality  by  the  l-nited  States  troops  the  following 
it«m(D  of  property  owned  by  him  were  taken  from  hie  premijseB  by  the  offirers  of  the 
United  States  Government  and  appropriated  to  the  u^ea  of  the  United  StaU*^^ 

ehorsea,  at  1200 ,,., ._.,_ $1,200 

5  horseiHj  at  $175*.,*.._. , ,..,»*_,.  M76 

5  horeea,  at  $150 _ 750 

7  mules,  at  1150 , , 1,050 

800  raile  burned  in  cAmfie,  8  cord**,  at  $3> - . - , M 

7,520  rails  used  as  fuel,  esstiniated  at  150  c-ordp,  at  f4  ,,..,.*_.,,..,  / ,  600 

40  cords  of  wood,  at  $2 ,.,... .., 80 

66  cords  of  wood,  at  f^ ___,_. ._ *.  _ . 396 

40  bu&hete  of  corn,  at  75  cents  jier  buehel - , , . ._,,_,  30 

343  bushels  of  com,  at  |1  per  bunhel , »,.._ _._._--..-,..*  343 

4,900  pounds  of  fodder,  at$2  per  lOO... .._-._ _..„  98 


TotAl „,-..,...,.... 5,446 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence  anci  after  tMinsiderisg  the  briefa  and  arguments  of 
eouniiel  on  bc^th  si  dee,  makei^  the  following 


FIKOOfG  or  FACT. 

iroper  author^ 


»DuHn3^  the  late  dvil  war  the  military  forcei  of  the  United  Statue,  by  pi 
ity,  for  the  use  of  the  Army,  took  from  claimant's  decedent,  Charles  N.  ftr^lway,  m 
Giles  County,  State  nf  Tf■nlH^^^'J+■t^  jsrofierty  oi  the  kind  and  <  hiirHcterdei=cril>ett  Id  the 
petition,  which  at  the  said  time  and  place  was  reasonably  worth  the  sum  of  three 
thousand  and  twenty-five  dollars  ($3,025),  no  part  of  which  appears  to  have  been 
paid. 

By  THE  Court. 
Filed  April  13,  1908. 
A  true  copy. 

Test  this  14th  day  of  April,  1908. 
[seal.]  John  Randolph, 

Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 


60th Congress,  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  1  Document 
let  Session.      J  (  No.  875. 


SAMUEL  A.  SHELTON,  ADMINISTRATOR. 


LBTTEB  FROM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  COXTBT  OF 
CLAIM8  TRANSMITTING  A  COPT  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BT 
THE  COUBT  IN  THE  CASE  OF  SAMUEL  A.  SHELTON,  ADMINIS- 
TBATOB  OF  HENBT  BENNETT,  DECEASED,  AGAINST  THE 
UNITED  STATES. 


April  22,  1908.— Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Clainis  and  ordered  to  be 

print<»d. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

Washington,  April  21^  1908. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court  I  transmit  herewith  a  certi- 
fied copy  of  the  findings  filed  hy  the  court  in  the  aforesaid  cause,  which 
case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  the  Conunittee  on  War  Claims, 
House  of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883,  known  as 
the  Bpwman  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  ClaimB. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Court  of  Clalnui.    Congressional .  No.  4394.    Henry  Bennett  v.  The  United  States.] 

This  case  being  a  claim  for  supplies  or  stores  allejred  to  have  been  taken  by  or 
furni8he<l  to  the  military  foR-es  of  the  United  State.s  for  their  use  during  the  late  war 
for  the  suppression  of  the  rebellion,  the  court,  on  a  preliminary  in(|uiry,  finds  that 
Henry  Bennett,  the  person  alleged  to  have  furnished  such  supplies  or  st*)re8,  or 
from  whom  the  same  are  alleged  to  have  been  taken,  was  loyal  to  the  Government 
of  the  United  States  throughout  said  war. 

By  the  Court. 

Filed  February  3,  1902. 


[Court  of  Claims.    Congretisional  case  No.  4394.    Samuel  A.  Shelton.  administrator  of  the  istste  ot 
Henry  Bennett,  deceased,  v.  The  United  States,] 

STATEMENT  OF  CASK. 

The  claim  in  the  above-entitled  case,  for  supplies  or  stores  alleged  to  have  been 
taken  by  or  furnished  to  the  military  forces  of  the  United  States  for  their  use  during 
the  late  war  for  the  suppression  of  the  rebellion,  was  transmitted  to  the  court  by  the 
Committee  on  War  Claims  on  the  Ist  day  of  May,  18S8. 

On  a  preliminary  inquiry  the  court  on  the  8d  day  of  February,  1902,  found  that 
the  person  alleged  to  have  fumiahed  the  supplies  or  stores,  or  from  whom  tliey  were 
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SAMUEL    A.   SHELTOW, 

Mjkfeil  to  have  been  taken,  was  \oyul  to  the  Government  of  the  United  States 
threiOjChout  wiid  war. 

Tli^  ease  was  bri>ujrht.  to  a  heanrig  od  it  a  en c rite  on  the  25th  dft,v  of  February,  190*, 

Meaars*  George  A,  &  \Vm,  B.  Kin^c  appeared  for  claimant,  and  the  Attorney -<it'ti**ral^ 
by  Ueor^  E.  Biiren^  esii.r  ^t^  ai<ist£>itant  and  under  bis  direetion»  appeared  far  the 
deffnee  and  protection  of  the  intereMs  of  the  United  Statefl. 

The  daitnant  in  his  petition  make^  the  follow  in)^  aUt^^tions; 

The  claimants  Ilenrv  lien  net!,  respect  fully  rep  resents  that  bt  it  a  rej*identof  the 
Btale  of  K^ui^'^  and  did  not  i;ive  afiy  aid  or  eOEiifort  to  theit&id  rebdilon,  but  was 
throughout  thiit  war  loyal  to  the  Govi^rnrijent  of  the  Unitetl  Sfatt^. 

That  the  following  propertv  l»eloiij^ifig  to  htm  was  taken  from  liim  by  the  United 
8tAtc^  Army  and  uv^cd  by  tne  laid  Aiuiy,  the  date,  place,  and  coinmand  tMsing 
particularlv  ptMed  below^: 

In  Allen  C<Kmty,  in  t!\e  State  of  Kan?a»,  on  tlr  aljout  1S61,  im%  1863,  and  1804^  by 
Colonel  Jennl.4on'H  Fifteeuth  Kan^aB  Volimtee^i  the  Third  Witseonaiji  Volujiteera, 
and  the  Eleventh  Kansas  Volunteers*: 

100  acres  of  limber  ,. ,,.- ..-.*  |5,onti,00 

f6,L*37  feet  of  lumber,  at  $2  per  C __..__„..        724. 74 

Hor^*  saAidle^  and  bridle  ', - , » , .,,,..,..*.- *^        ] 75.  tW 

Icalf .,,-.-. --.....„,.  laoa 

40  fat  hogs,  10^000 pounds,  at  $10  per  C_ .._ , 1,000,€0 

Total  __.- - 6»li0l».74 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence  and  after  i  oitsidering  tlie  briefs  and  afgtimentof 
'  counsel  on  both  aidt'e,  makea  the  following 

ri>ni?«G  OF  FACT, 

Dnnng  the  war  for  the  suppretf^ton  of  the  rebel  I  ion  there  was  taken  from  tho 
cUiuu'iiit's  deonlent  in  Allen  fonnty,  State  of  Kanaa^,  by  varioui  soldier*  iiiid<»r  the 
coinnj^md  of  Colonel  Jenniaon,  oi  the  Fiftrenlh  Kaneitj!.  Volunit^rs,  prettier ty  of 
th**  chiiVit'^tjer  and  kind  dvs^^ril'cd  in  the  pi  titi<*n,  hut  the  authonly  ti>erefor  ia  aot 
shown.  The  reHK^nahle  vahie  of  the  property  bo  taken  vat^  at  the  time  ajtd  pUi« 
thti  sum  of  eij^lU  Imndr^d  and  fortydivo  dollaia  {$^H46),  no  part  of  v  hicb  ap^feani  to 
hare  been  paid. 

Bt  jmm  Oi>uvr. 

Filed  February  25,1908. 

A  tnie  copy, 

Ta^t  this  2l8t  day  of  A[irn.  lOOft, 

t&EAL  ]  John  EAKDOLrn, 

^^^_         —  ^—         Aisisfmti  CUrk  G^wi  t^  tfnimtk 
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JUDGMENTS  RENDERED  BY  COURT  OF  CLAIMS  IN  INDIAN 
DEPREDATION  CASES. 


LETTER 


FROM 


THE  ACTING  SECRETARY  OF  THE  TREASURY, 

TRANBMITTINO, 

WITH  A  LBTTBB  FBOM  THB  ATTOBNBY-GENEBAL,  A  LIST  OF 
JUDGMENTS  BENDBBBD  BT  THE  COUBT  OF  CLAIMS  IN  INDIAN 
DEPBEDATION  OASES. 


April  23,  1908. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  AppropriAtions  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Tbeasubt  Department, 

Ofpiob  of  the  Secretary, 

Washington,  April  22, 1908. 
Sir:  I  have  the  honor  to  transmit  herewith  a  list  of  judmients 
rendered  by  the  Court  of  Claims  in  favor  of  claimants  in  Indian 
depredation  cases,  amounting  to  $114,449,  as  submitted  by  the 
Attorney-General,  and  which  require  an  appropriation  for  their 
payment. 

Respectfully,  J.  B.  Reynolds, 

Acting  Secretary. 
The  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


Department  of  Justice, 
Washington,  April  21,  1908. 
Sib:  I  have  the  honor  to  transmit  herewith,  to  be  certified  to 
Congress  for  appropriation,  a  list  of  judgments  by  the  Court  of 
Claims  in  favor  of  claimants  in  Indian  depredation  cases,  for  which 
no  appropriation  has  heretofore  been  made. 
Respectfully, 

Charles  J.  Bonaparte, 

Attomeii'OeneraL 
The  Secretary  or  the  Treasury. 


jaDGM:ENTS    BENDEESD   BT    COURT   OF    CLAIMS. 
Lilt  qfjudgmmiU  in  Indian  deprtdation  dmin*  infa^ar  qf  daiTnanti^ 


In  vhom  tftvor  leojftTvd^ 


A.  h.  Dadd»  Admttii^tf&tor  John  BadUtg,  tfurvitlog  partner  of 

t^fimiol  Ksoiiedy  &  DaTfln^ ..,......**.. 

3«v«ro  MottteK_. *,.,,., ........„.......-,,,_.. 

C.  W.  Gurltyr  executor  J o9«ph  T.  Gurle^deceaaed....... <.>... 

WUl  N.  Terry,  admlolatmtor  Thaodom  Terry,  dep«&iied..»,^.«.. 

WfttMD  HoiU? , . ..,..„..  — ....,.** 

Wattsr  JibeU,  Admlnifltr&tor  Jatm  B*  Eearby^  deDenmd 
Edward  PB.5me,  fl<iiumifttTa.tor  WfUlam  T*  Swcpsoii,  doceMftd,. 

Chartet  PriiDeaii . . . — 

J.  Goodlow  Neoliy,  ii(!mliiiatiat<ftTbomi».a  J.  Wieming, 

John  C.  Lynch .  * .... ,...,, 

E.  L.  Rtkxxisriv,  a^miaistTHtoT  Samuel  H.  Allen,  i3ec«aaodp  and 
GeoiKe  S.  Wataon,  admlntatratoT  J,  L^,  AUeii  juid  J.  F.  Allen* 

dac«ased ,..,.... .  —  ...,,...,,*...*,. 

OeorKo  F.  HMdi,  auiTirlne  partner  Lowe  St  Qlnda  ^^.^-,* 

Henry  Y.  Blatt „„, 

J.  Ynasari,  adminlstr^taiT  Jnan  Criatoba]  Annljd,  daoeaawl 

Bamiiel  B.  K^uey ,....,,,.......,-...,.*♦.*.*. 

Joaefa  G.  RouniTlUe,  admlnietratrbc  Ralaej  Whltthigtexi,  d^- 


TbevnM  I>»He»rd ..,**..,,*,*.*_....** *.,*,*- 

Wlm^Keaner. ., .-....„.„..,..., ,.,,-, 

W]lerR.S<]rit1«r.. , , .„.. 

3SX)mf  Kirhy,  widow  and  purrfyor  in  oommunlty  ol  W ,  H.  Terry, 


Jolm  H.  KoeJcea 

FftaCtia^ez  deTn^iUo.... >........,>. 

Jol*n  Jl.  Wilson.......... 

RnlusC.  llolland ..,.. 

Lue^lia  D,  WilUamij  idminiitntrlx 


William  S.  B^rry^  da^ 


Wttllam  A.  Bdgtn. -.**, 

DarldC.  Leaty,  adnilnl«timt4)r  EU«n  WtIaon»deeeaBed.,..,.^... 

Fritj  R,  L«if«*8t«.. ..,.., 

J.  Tl.  ho^si^on,  fldmlnlatretor  William  Lopsiidon,  decnaied .. . 

Jacinto  OaJle^oa^  adminiatratof  Jow  Anf^l  Oalle^B^deoeasBd*.. 
Barbara  Garda,  adminlstrBtrlx  Joae  Garcla^deo^aasd.,.,.*.... 

Clem  Wilson —  *,.,, 

Vlfflntfl  Sflnchea  y  Cpiitreraa. ..,,*.,...., 

Maria  L.  Biikflf..^.,....,... 

Oab^Choale 

Rachel  Ctirtls^  widow  Joaepb  H.  Curtis,  dieeased ..,..,.., 

JOfIB  TOITBE 

Martha  E.  Fletcher,  ejtpoutrix  Wniiam  O-  Fletcher,  BunlYlng 

pn  rtner  Meyer  Si  Fletchar ........,..._ 

Bo  rtolome  Valdez . .  ^  **.....,,*.  ^ *.,...  ^  ^ ,  * . . 

John  A,  Bamett „...,, 

Edwurd  Kauflm^nii.. _...,.. ...._,......... 

BarmJin  Beckiniin.  In  his  own  t%ht  and  a»  administrator  Henry 

Beckman ,  decjftii*^ . . .  ^ . ^  _  _ . ...,,,, 

Dftnlel  f-^pl^y ,  udmEnlBtrator  G^orgn  Epley .  dwcesed 

EU^ubetti  J.  Ltittu.  admlnivtratrlx  James  M.  LuttUn  de<<«ji!ied. . . 
Met] rid 0  ValdoE.  ftdmlniatrutor  Jesus  MarlA  Valflp?..  dpcpfifupii. . . 
Monica  Mnntoya  de  TniitUOfadnilnlatrator  Jose  Trujjllo  j  BaCA, 

deceased  ^ ...... 

Monlcft  Montoya  de  TrujlHo,  administrator,  Jo»o  TruJlUo  y 

Baca ,  dewaaed. 

Samuel  L.  Simughan,  administrator,  David  liobtey,  den>a9ed . , 

ElM?ne?.er  R .  Fri^inan 

WUhttm  O,  MoWpy . . , , , 

Gufl  lipnley ..,.,,.....,... , , 

Samu**!  L.  Stmughan,  admlnlatrator,  David  A,  Mobley,  de- 

oeaeed , 

Andrew  N.  Korrlg , . , . , , 

Hulda  Trumbull,  administratrix,  William  M.  Snc^n  deccwd  ., 

Enoch  WhI t htirsc. , , 

Joseph  8.  Lever&tt. 

Pedro  A.  Seno,  frdtnUifatratorr  Catarlno  Sena  y  RomerOtdt- 

ooa sed  , ....,..., „, 

Catarino  Montoya **4.***.^..........., ,*.^^ .l-**. , 

Bentiira  Tmjillo .4.......>... ,, 

Charli^a  P.  Vnna?.  ^ 

Solcdad  de  los  lleyea  Chavez >  administrator,  Fdlpe.  Martin, 

decea»?d   ........................... ............ 

George  J,  Gray...... . .,..,., 

3linona  Bacftx  adrntnistrator,  .h**(ia  Mtmt<o*i-  dtH-Visi-d 

James  L.  Crawford,  admlnistxalor,  W.  P    K,  KinrMnnon,  de* 

ceased  ............,,»».,., ......,................,,...<, 

Joiteubero  Gaiola.. , 


400 


3,100 
100 


610 

1,100 

730 

300 
14,990 


3,125 

»,750 

3,fi70 

70,400 

890 

3.330 
300 
fiOO 

545 


350 
2,0S(1 
1ft,  7G0 


9,000 

mi 

'75 

75 

S,77S 

1,740 

I7fl 

105 

aio 

150 

S4a 

aoo 

ms 

3Zfi 

SpSafi 

im 

1,5S» 

400 

1,045 

450 

ftWJ 

290 

fiSO 

330 

ssa 

220 

25,100 

1,H(« 
645 

eo5 

430 

100,000 

^50 

24,630  I 

U150 
900 
400  ! 

I 

125  I 

IJoO 

J,lfl3 

495 

21b 

2,940 

1|260 

4,14& 

3^ 

S5S 

liOtW 
l,l«50 

400 
275 


2,fii50 
37.S 


300 


Feb.  13,1«C» 

Feb.  17,1908 

Feb.  30,1906 

Feb.  25,190^ 


340  ,         Do, 

2m  '  Do. 

12,275  ,  Do. 

\9/2  Do. 

2,  S7D  '  Mar.  I'd,  igog 


1,400 
590 


40 
315 

mo 

145 
125 

7SS 
310 
160 
300 


Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do, 

Do, 
Do. 
Do. 

Do. 
Mai.  17,1908 

Mar.  33,1908 
Ite, 
Do. 
Do. 


1^  ,  MftT.  30,  IOCS 
JOD  DOh 

405  I         Do. 


2m 
215 


Apr.    6,  ins 
Do.     - 
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TAst  o/judgmenU  in  Indian  depredation  claimB  in  favor  qf  daimanta — Continued. 


In  whoM  fftTor  noAtnd. 


TcNM  LtiDA  d«  lUel,  adminlstnttrlz,  Francisco  lUel,  deceased. . 
Samuel  Huches.  Sd,  administrator,  Thomas  Hughes,  deceased. 
Gharlee  N.  Ifiltimore,  administrator,  Edwin  A.  Miltimore,  de- 

OMMed 

Reuben  Vaui^an 

Julian  R.  Oarcia,  administrator,  Jesus  Oarda  j  Apodaca,  sur- 

Tiving  partner,  Jesus  Garcia  A  Co 

J.  C.  Skam,  administrator,  Meshac  Skasgs,  deceased 

OnesimaX.  de  Luna,  administrator,  Federico  Luna,  deceased. . 

Luis  Parra 

Bzekiel  House 

Jesus  Salazar  y  Otero,  surviving  partner,  Juan  Salazar  y  Otero 

and  Jesus  Salasar  y  Otero 

Charles  T.  Hayden 

William  F.  Orimmett 

William  G.  Gibson 


Amount 


ii,aoo 

64,760 

5,860 
860 

6,240 
7,600 
10,826 
2,550 
5,600 

6,900 
2,275 
2,775 
16,300 

613,403 


Amount  of 
judgment. 


1510 
7,226 

1,070 
225 

2,836 
1,140 
4,500 
230 
3,600 

930 
1,380 
2,410 
2,000 

114,449 


Date  of 
Judgment. 


Apr.  13,1906 
Do. 

Do. 
Do. 

Apr.  20,1908 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 

Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
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JUDCJMENTS  RENDERED  BY  COURT  OF  CLAIMS. 


LETTER 


FROM 


THE  ACTING  SECRETARY  OF  THE  TREASURY, 

TRAN8MITTINO 

A  LIST  OF  JXTDQICBNTS  BENDSBED   BY  THE  OOXJBT   OF  CLAIMS. 


Atbil  27,  1908.— Referred  to  the  Committee  on  AppropnatioiiB  and  ordered  to  l)e 

printed. 


Tbeasuby  Department, 

Office  of  the  Secretary, 

Washirfgton,  April  £6,  1908. 
Sir:  I  have  the  honor  to  transmit  herewith  for  the  consideration  of 
Congress  a  list  of  judgments  rendered  by  the  Court  of  Claims  amount- 
ing to  $89-4,465.84,  which  have  been  presented  to  this  Department  and 
require  an  appropriation  for  their  payment,  as  follows: 

Legislative  miscellaneous $1 ,  000. 00 

War  Department 54,368.62 

Navy  Department 27, 462. 67 

Department  of  Commerce  and  Labor 3, 239. 28 

Department  of  Interior 788,866.87 

Department  of  Agriculture 10, 190. 98 

Poet-Office  Department 7,203.77 

Department  of  Justice 2,133.76 

Total 894,465.84 

Respectfully, 

J.  B,  Reynolds,  Acting  Secretary. 
The  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 
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JUDGMENTS  RENDERED  BY  COURT  OF  CLAIMS. 


JndgTnmts  rendered  by  the  Court  of  Qaimg, 


No. 


Name  of  claimant. 


AmoQtiL 


When 
ed  for 


Whirn 


pdynble 
if  nut  lift- 
pedaled. 


NHtitre  or  eliiHE!!. 


31347 


I 


»8SI 


24§86 


96107 


29542 
29Safl 


368GQ 


[.mti<tLATIVG  MISCRLLA- 

^miiel  A.  DriiTY,  ex- 
ecutor of  WlUiiim  A. 
Ric  hardaOD ,  d  eceaned , 

Mfl(ili!io!:i  J.  Bmy,  Tom- 
modope  fJ.  Dot«?otii 
Aiid  Alfred  Htilne,  ai 
trii»] ^*t>!^  in  t la  n  k ru  pt- 
cy  ot  Lh*.'  Evian!avn]« 
ContrHft  Co^,  a  LH»r~ 
pOTAtlcm. 

d(|r„. _„,.,„.,.,». 

.....rto 

Frai)  k  D&mascljo. ...... 


Horry  Wnlsh ,-.„ 

Ceei  J  Ui  Z  i  stem  and  F'aUo 
i^li^Hi,  Id  hbt  ctwn 
ri  (f  h  t  B  T  id  on  jf  u*  rd  <  dn 
uf  1  kf  mi  imr  I'hiid  ivii 
uf  A  n  t«  3  n  hjO  Ti  m  !*^t-v  o 

tonoAVSi' 

CftjiUo   Z\M:tn  «.iid 


]90i 
Mar,    « 


...do.. 
...-lo,. 


tl,  000,00 


uhHilRTL  of  Aiito- 
TiinoTttn&eco,de' 
(■eaflijd. 

Nlchffltti  Ittner 


Cinrinnsll^  New  Or- 
lenri^  und  Texah  Va- 
clTli-  Kwv.  Co. 

W.  A.BiM.WASon  tin- 
porporaled}. 


Jaiii(?p  A.  Townwnd 
u,  Ti  d  U'  n  1 1  lu'e  I  h !  w  Hey , 
iiitu  pArtiiET!!  doliiff 
buyftit-sH  ii*i  Townee  Did 
A  Litowney. 

Ckjiimrl  Rdch titter 


Alfml  A.  M<?Cl«ro. 


28777     Henry  Bniwjj,  MiU  nml 
J      hiiir  of  Jt^rrj'  Druwu, 

23163  I  John  Dorety., ..,.,. 

I 
'JS^l  ,  Cliarl«!i  Fknnflir 


2920(1  SVtlllHiTi  R.  Cflbe]  I . . ,  _ 
29-249  II  n Wti rd  S,  D<?h ri lyj . . . . 
29X76     tYiderlfJiiS.  Huwes... 

29-25*1  ,  Wnibm  L.  Vounff 

292S3  I  Kreilerltk  W,  Hurrlaon 
t  I  David  FoUer- ._. 


.do. 


Apr.  22 


.do. 


190W. 
Apr.   13 


Mot.  dO 


Feb.  25 


Apr,  SO 


.do. 


1907. 
Mar.  11 

Apr,  22 


190«. 
Jan.   20 

1907. 
May     fi 

CN:t.  28 
...do„. 
...do... 
...do... 
,,,do_.* 
Iiec.  13 


fiblS7.&0 


190B 
Mar.  19 


Mat.  26 


Mict2  10   ,,,,do... 

a,B5s,50  I  Afir.     1 

iia.OO     Mar.  29 


m^M 


2,825.00 

4,809.00 
10,855.59 
2,680.00 

^ 436. 60 
2Qfi,2G 

2&.aa 

299.  fil 

2&.00 
160.67 


160.00 

l.iO,00 
25U.00 
1113.07 


UAf .  31 


1907. 
iAAf     9 


...do... 


IW^ 
Apr.   17 

Apr.  20 

Apr.  93 


....do,„ 


....do... 


l^Ois. 


190(1 
June    7 


1906. 
Juae  21 


..rto 

...do... 
Miiy  25 


...do... 


1^07. 
July  n 


....do... 


i9€e. 

July  12 
June  2H 
May  25 


July  19 


,ao- 


I9C7. 


Jan.   27  |  Juue    t 
....do...|  July  21 


I      1908. 
do,..'  Apr  19 


I 


1907. 


Feb,  30  '  Aug.    4 

,      1»J8. 
....do_,.l  J*u.  aft 
da...i....do... 


....do,, 
.do., 
.do... 
12fr.0O   ....do-. 


.do. 

.,..do.,, 

....do... 

Mar.  11 


Cotdpetu&tJoii  ror  ^irir^ 
atipplemeni  to  Rev.  Stat. 
U.  B.,  act  Ptib.  27,  1B93. 


Unde!f  oontrajcl  wllh  W^r 
lirfdrrnient  for  con- 
Btrurlluf?  dams  and  loc-fcn 
on  Ohio  Kiver. 


Do. 

Do. 

Undi^r  L*onirfict  with  Wat 
1 1*'  J  lit  rtni  ^^^  I  for  eon- 
^rnu-ihij;  bujldin^  At 
Vtni  lj>*?*in,  Colo. 

Fay  as  oM^er,  U.  8.  Volian- 


4 


FnieeedftOf  dnifti  alleged 
to  liavc  beep  taken  from 
cluhnant  in  tbe  Hbilip- 
piiti'  J^tmidjii  111  IPOI  and 
coviTed  tiito  H.  S.  Tre«A- 


Bnlauce  due  under  con* 
ttHCrt  wtth  Qu^nermaa- 
iiir'st  rifpHthiifUt. 

A  n  II  >  t  TH  f i»fM>rta  ti  o  d  . 

Compensdtlon  for  use  of 
tugs,  etc,,  by  War  D^ 
tmrtui^ut  for  relief  fol- 
lowing the  cHrth'jUAke 
at  S&n  FmneiM^Ai,  C*l., 
April  18, 1906. 

E(ilnni:e  due  on  contract 
witb  EUKitie^r  I>ep&Tt' 
meiit,  U.  8.  Army, 

Travel  allowance  an  «d- 
Ifited  man.  U.  S.  Army. 


Pay ,  t^tc. ,  B*<  vol  u  n  teer,  civil 
war,  act  Feb.  24,  IMI. 
Do. 


Dow 


Extra  pav  to  vol tm teen, 

WKT  wUh  Bpaiti. 

Do. 
Do, 
Bo. 
Da, 
D0. 
Do. 


JUDGMENTS  RENDERBD  BY  COURT  OF  CLAIMS. 


JudffmerUi  rendered  by  the  Court  of  Ctainu — Continued. 


»& 

Hjub«  ol  rUlaiAsL 

D»tc  ol 
iod«- 
ai«fit. 

Amotint. 

ed  ior 
P«ymeni, 

it  not  ap- 
pe*ied* 

Nftttir«  of  cltlm* 

WAS  DKFABTKt3TT^E!On« 

tlniHMl. 

lioa. 

100», 

imo* 

ZPHA 

ChATlctP.  Niilter 

Fkb,  3 

ftfiO.QO 

F«b.  20 

MAf     S 

Extm  p&y  to  Valootf 

WAr  wl  tb  ipeJn. 

sHK»l 

Jcmph  L  ijihtx 

....do... 

IfiO.OD 

....do... 

....do... 

Do, 

»f70 

Jaxn«i  ir^iimlnf. 

„„do... 

un,m 

..**do... 

....do... 

Do, 

mm 

Wmnk  U  lUwre....... 

..,.do... 

iih.m 

Miir.    b 

do... 

Do. 

Tftim 

John  S.  thjftrly.  .., 

,...do... 

lUfi.no 

.*,*do... 

....do... 

Do. 

2SVt7 

Clay  Milker. .... 

....do... 

6.Ti 

....do... 

....do... 

tN>. 

aKtia 

Jcmppti  C  R«rift?1il'def, . , 

.  do**. 

66,  fi? 

....do... 

do . . . 

D<h 

24KW 

Jfwt^i)  tMuthle^r 

P«b.  10 

30.  DU 

....do... 

.'*.%''. 

Do, 

•ifOSO 

....do*.. 

t&o.oo 

.*.*do.,. 

DOw 

a?iu 

...do... 

SI  .20 

....do... 

....do... 

DCk 

ia«M 

Feb.  IT 

31. a> 

..,,do... 

H«7  17 

Da 

'      Hnnnpi.rlttfifased. 

a'.Nr:;^     <  It rl t '  1 1 1  \V   B rsid  Itfy .  * . . . 

....do... 

11(1.  «7 

....do... 

.-..do... 

Do^ 

2'»-:^J     >^*lli i.Mtrt(r 

..,,do,*. 

4HS7 

...do.*. 

...do... 

DOL 

U&IIV?  ,  WkUUiiu  A.MiiK(.^n]a£.. 

....ilii... 

2a2j.»i 

....do... 

,...do... 

Do, 

XJfiW 

William  U.LiiHini'r.... 

....dn... 

ua^ti 

....do... 

....do... 

Dow 

lA75el 

anvtavC.OnilJ  ....**.. 

....do... 

4;j.7« 

....do... 

...do... 

Do. 

-iMOl 

LewlnR  Onvlfitil .. 

*...do„. 

900*130 

-...do... 

....do... 

Do. 

:t71J7  1  [j.i!i'l'i  M  Viiry>nt*... 

...do... 

u.n 

.,..do... 

,.-do... 

Do. 

jSWm  1  Ji-im  liriinrlt  .......... 

.*..do... 

n.'jxi 

....do... 

....do... 

Do. 

'ITHlb 

Ukh^Ln:  II  Ml  Al««r.... 

..„dii... 

31. iU 

....do... 

..*.do... 

Da 

2»U» 

C  bnrk'*  O-nTti'i .      

...du*.. 

15*fl0 

.,..dn... 

....do... 

Da 

3illl 

Ciiark'*  M  J«  (Tr!w 

,..,do... 

IS.  00 

....do... 

*...do... 

DOL 

mm 

vi  r;«H>rvi^  M.  Hunt, 

...,do... 

•M.9I 

....do... 

....do... 

Da 

33301 

EdwMnl  IVTUnlnii , 

Feb.  SEO 

l&*fiO 

....do... 

."'L". 

Da 

Z^*W 

A]tTv*%  B-HilJ „, 

..*.do... 

SL/iffi 

....do... 

Do. 

-£knri 

iUraC.  rhKfey 

....do... 

11«*07 

....do... 

....do... 

Da 

afi?4i« 

.1  tvn*  n  h  M  f{  '  \V¥-TV  ,,»**»« 

....do... 

moo 

....do... 

....do... 

Da 

■iHmw     K  .1.  n  \v  HuhU't...... 

...,du... 

2N»*00 

.,..do..* 

....do... 

Do. 

ai3ivi    1 : 1 .  1 1 , 1  rH  \v .  <  M  bUtfdee  J  r. 

feh.   IQ 

11«.B7 

Haf.  10 

.*!'lo!^ 

Do. 

a+ii'A  i  W*iitt  r  ivrkiuii.- 

....du... 

160*00 

....do... 

Do. 

*J&V£i 

CAfMil]  Fower  .^.,,.,,,. 

....do... 

160.00 

,.-.do... 

....do... 

Da 

^4SJ1 

FjIw'iinir.Duvl* ,„ 

Ftb.  IT 

w&.n 

....do... 

.".%'!. 

Do. 

Fmrik  CL  Priufflc 

....do... 

12&.00 

...do... 

Da 

j^^ffft 

tl<pr*ee  W,  Fiiltomin  . . . 

...,dri... 

Its.  S3 

....do... 

....do... 

Da 

X7JHft 

WiUiHEn  H.Maru'rii'f... 

....do... 

m.u 

,...do... 

...do... 

Da 

iS»7 

John  (i.  Aiiflerynii ...... 

Uir.   « 

6«vfl7 

....do... 

Itkno    7 

'       Da 

a4W 

Joel  L  iUlm.,n 

....do... 

ll«.f7 

....do... 

....do... 

Da 

»S70 

-...do... 

n.lh 

....do... 

....do... 

Da 

m»:^ 

Thouia^  Affjiri ,.^,. 

....do... 

1A.60 

....do... 

....do... 

Da 

3K^ 

ChHfliji  W    Hit>MU 

...-dft.,. 

300100 
15l».00 

....do... 

....do*.. 

...do... 
....do... 

Da 

mi^ 

J<&wr  W,  Lf*. ...,.,...,. 

....do... 

Da 

SiOKI 

NewtowjD-  Ijwjy 

ai*r.  16 

1,%^  DO 

....do... 

JuTte  14 

Da 

243?i9 

Cllni  P.  Mi^rrlwttther... 

....do... 

10&.67 

.,..do... 

....do.*. 

Da 

a^L-w 

JoljQ  W.  N«*h. 

....do... 

n«,*7 

....do... 

....do... 

Da 

SWOl 

Fred  6.  Tlfn*...,,„,.„ 

....do.,. 

SESU.OO 

....do... 

....do... 

Da 

ffKO 

Benrr  W.  Tb«>or  *.*... 

....do... 

2m.m 

....do*.. 

....do... 

Dp. 

f|07» 

Moart  W.  lUirmld 

....do... 

1«H.» 

....do..- 

....do... 

Differ«iit-e  In  fmf  M  ■■ 

aTQH 

.,.,dii.,. 

170.9 

....do..- 

....do... 

ftot  inncofi. 
Pa.j  MM  oAeor,  U.  a  Tol 
tceni. 

aw 

JoMpbB.HAll J 

....do.,» 

lff7.S7 

Mar.  9 

....do... 

Extn  iMT  to  Voloali 
Wii'  with  8hI&, 

&W3V 

Mffhft«l£,  Mnrrli..i.., 

....do... 

300.00 

....do..- 

....do.,. 

Do. 

T9I47 

Pi?rlie  A.  I>y*r... 

....do... 

aoA*}» 

....do... 

....do... 

Da 

'AQA3 

Joh  n  Br>fi3iD«t)t  j  r , . 

....do... 

160.00 

....do... 

....do*.. 

Da 

2s;^ 

3«1om  e  H.  P^  qq.  w  idow 
of  9u(iiiif.>r  f^iiiK.  de- 
wjued. 

....do... 

11^*7 

-...do... 

*...do,.. 

Da 

2K2fiA 

WiiH*r  K,  LombAnl,  * . . . 

..**do... 

ieo*oo 

....do... 

....do... 

Da 

»25l 

J«iwph  H .  Prothiiif bun> 

....do... 

u7.cn 

....do... 

....do... 

Da 

2KiSH 

Altwft  a,  t"hi*'k ^, 

...  do... 

ieio.oo 

125.00 

.*do. 

....do... 

Da 

'iV'Jin 

FniikS.  UlHTti ,. 

.-.do„- 

...do... 

....do... 

Da 

3Kni 

wnn«f  L  prnri..,,..... 

....do... 

160.00 

*...do... 

....do... 

Da 

»i7^ 

WUlLvnftetirnsw....... 

....do... 

12S.O0 

,...do... 

....do... 

Da 

i»m 

B«rtfe  g.  Gnmt ,,*. 

..**do... 

116.  M 

....dii... 

....do... 

Ba 

wm4 

Edwin  R  Sfiet^WKf.... 

....do.„ 

600.00 

....do... 

....do... 

Ba 

273«ft 

ClUM'leq  A   Vfnidegftll** 

If  Ar.  n 

121^00 

llAr.  37 

Juno  21 

Da 

gU^ 

gbtnlef  J.  B#<St^^|[....... 

....do„- 

u.ao 

,...do... 

....do... 

Da 

S»»^ 

QvH  8uttiu««i{fru^.»..^. 

....do... 

n.ao 

....do... 

...*do... 

Da 

•Oil.                                1 

.,..do... 

34,40 

....do..- 

....do-.- 

D«b 

JUD<4MKNT8    BKNBEttKP   BY    CX)UBT   0¥   0LAIM9. 
JiidgnatiiM  rend^nd  by  thf  Cbtirl  o/  ClaimM — Contintied. 


Na 

Hflme  nf  clalQlaDt. 

Bate  of 

Arooimt. 

When 
present' 
ed  for 

When 

if  Dot  ap- 
pealed. 

Nature  of  claim. 

meuc. 

payment. 

WAK  DETAKTireyT— COQ- 

liDuefl. 

tfOS. 

19QS. 

1908. 

28060 

Balph  H.  Murmj..,..,. 

Uai.  2S 

«lh«M 

U^r,  27 

June  31 

Extra  par  to  yoluiit«ttra, 

war  with  Spain. 

26739 

Ernest  Bald  win , . . 

....do... 

4,80 

..,.do... 

..,,do... 

Do. 

2til25 

jAiiii'jj  B.  HoUKtoiiw..*^ 

....do-.. 

66.«€ 

Mur.  SI 

.,,.do... 

Do. 

2«i396 

PiitHck  J.  Clirren....-,. 

....do.,. 

208.  S8 

....do... 

...,do... 

Do. 

27201 

Charles  H.  BoLgq ,, 

*...do,.. 

H5.00 

„..do... 

....do... 

,       Do- 

ZTBP'J 

J&mes  A.  Riigeltft  , , . . . . 
William  H.  iiu;k*on.„. 

,.„do.» 

153.  «7 

....do... 

....do... 

'        Do. 

27M7 

....do,.. 

14S.33 

....do,.. 

....do... 

OOw 

27^81 

Freema^n  L.  Smltb^***,* 

....do... 

20&.W 

....do.„ 

....do... 

Do. 

291^ 

George  U ,  Risinf^ 

....do,.. 

31.11 

..,.do,.. 

....do... 

Do. 

29BS2 

William  e.  Tucker 

....do... 

44.72 

....do... 

....do.,. 

DOl 

28602 

Henry  D.  Green  ..„ 

Frank  J.  Vottbuigb . , , , . 

Jhu,  20 

150.00 

Apr.    2 

Apr.  19 

Dow 

aiSTl 

Mar.  30 

31.20 

Apr.  14 

June  28 

Do. 

2S130 

Conrad  C  Uber 

Hsr.  23 

....do... 

150>0a 
300.00 

...,do.., 
....do... 

June  21 
....do... 

Do. 

2<&71 

Samuel  H.  Longdin  „... . 

Da 

24671 

Tbomeii  p.  CochtHoe, . , , 

..„do... 

250.00 

.,..do... 

....do... 

DOL 

34SS4 

Amanda  Chailes  wort  h, 
widow    of    Firth 
Charlcsworth,   de- 
reaseJ. 

Mar.  m 

7&,00 

Apr,  17 

jQue  28 

Do. 

246fi0 

Anna  E.  Eckers,  motliei 
of  Frank  W.  Eckepi, 
deceased. 

....do... 

li>O.0Q 

....do... 

,.,,do,„ 

Bo. 

249S-2 

Itouis  W.  PeAa«. ,„.,... 

....do... 

13B.n 

....do... 

....do... 

Do. 

PftUitiniie  J,  H*  Farrell. 

....do_.. 

362.  mi 

....do... 

....do... 

Difference  tn  pay  ai  anljt^ 

ant  auf]geon. 

31IJ09 

Robert  Wjnn. 

Apr,  ^ 

ifi.fii 

Apr.  23 

July  1» 

Extia  pay  to  volunteer*, 

ad3t4S 

John  FiinTi.  lather  of 
Fran  k  FUn  n  ,de<;t;;iaaed. 

....do... 

Ifi.flO 

Apr.  23 

....do... 

Do. 

28229 

Jame#H.  Martlti ... 

Mar.  3D 

26.00 

....do... 

June  2S 

Do* 

2ftJ3a 

Frank  G.  Harrington... 

....do... 

21^.00 

,..,do... 

....do... 

Do. 

2S755 

Albert  Carter 

._..do... 

26.QQ 

....do.,. 

....do.,< 

Do. 

2S757 

Etem  B.  Ray....,^ 

George  E^  Rafferty ..... 

Total  WftT  Depart- 
meet. 

NAVY  DEFARTltJmr. 

.*..do.,. 

2«.00 

....do... 

....do.,. 

Do,      - 

3i;9^ 

....do... 
.......... 

36.00 

....do... 

....do... 

l>Ok 

6^,363,62 

1906. 

1908. 

19QS. 

26Sfi& 

Joseph  A.  Guthrie 

VVmlamG.  Miller 

Feb.     3 

181. 06 

Mar,  19 

U^y    3 

Fay  «m  officer  U.  B.  Nary. 

28123 

F«^b.  25 

94.12 

Mar.  23 

(«) 

Do. 

1908. 

Z40e« 

William  Wheatky.  iur- 
Tiving     partner     of 
WbeatitH'  Bros. 

Mar.  23 

B,  9301. 00 

Apr.     2 

June  21 

Under  contraet  with  Nary 
Department  for  Inmbttr. 

22523  1  Jo,wph   Pa  ion    Maolny 

Jan.     6 

U,B^T3 

Feb.  17 

Apr.     & 

Dcmurra^^   and    Io»   by 

tknd  Tiiomau  Walker 

detention  of  Pteamflhfp 

Mc:  in  tyre,  ^ur^ivliig 

Kyanza,  under  coritraet 
wUh  Navy  Depart ju«a| 
for  dell  very  of  coal  ^t 
Manila,  P.  L 
Pay  as  officer  TJ.  S.  Kary. 

partner?  of  the  firm 

of    Biiac:l&y  ^  Mcln- 

tyre. 

27491 

EUxabi'th  B.  Samp.son^ 
eieijutrii  of  Willtam 

Apr  13 

^.39 

Apr.  17 

July  12 

l^SttmpHin^  decejixeil . 

97i9£ 

Laura  S^  Ph'kSn(^,  ex- 
etiiitrjx  of  ileairy  F* 
Piekin^^  diK:ea>K.d. 

..,.do... 

B.12 

....do... 

....do... 

Da 

282S3 

Lucy  A.  Wilde;,  eieeu- 
trixof  FranJcWildiis, 
deceasetl. 

,...do... 

3S1.2& 

....do... 

....do... 

Da 

38306 

William  H.  H.  Smjth, 
executor    of    David 

....do,.. 

1,313.50 

....do... 

...,do... 

Do. 

Smith„  deoeai!!ed. 

aailB  1  BilttH  W/Teiry,.  ., 

Mar.  m 

10.27 

,...do,.. 

June  2S 

Do. 

27142  '  WUUam  J.  U*liiJzeK„.. 

Apr.     6 

SI.  00 

....do.,. 

July    5 

Allowance  to  enlisted  man 

of  the  Navy, 
Injury  to  Teasel  in  docking 

m  Government  dock  at 

27531     TheGull  TmDslL  Co.... 

Feb.    3 

5^756.aO 

Apr.  20 

May    3 

Penvacota,  Pla, 

28033    ThpSitttTettndTriestCo. 

Apr.  30 

4,471.00 

Apr.  23 

July  19 

Construction  of  a  eonUusr 
plant  at    Port«mou,tli, 

J           TotHl     Navy     De 

27,  i62. 67 

a  Mandate  of  Supreme  Court  of  United  Statei. 


JUDGMENTS   RKNDEBBD    BY    COURT   OF   CLAIMS. 
Judgments  rendered  by  the  Court  of  Ctouru— Continued. 


No. 


28116 


22624 


22742 


28706 
29674 


29S78 


18096 


18284 
21400 


Name  of  claimant 


DKPABTMBNT  OP  COM- 
MBBCB  AND  LABOR. 


WiUiam  P.  Tibbetts . 


JothuaE.  Qonxalesand 
Andrew  Kennedy, 
trading  as  Qonaalee 
A  Kennedy. 

Total  Department 
of  Commerce 
and  Labor. 

DBPABTMBNT  OP  INTB- 
BIOB. 

The  Sineton  and  Wah- 
peton  bands  of  Sioux 
Indians. 

DBPABTMBMT  OP  AOBI- 
CULTUBB. 

The  New  York  Market 
Qa  rdner's  Association. 

POSI^OPPIOB  DBPABT- 
MBMT. 

Texas  Pacific  Rwy.  Co. . 
The    Alabama    Great 

donthem  R.  R.Co.,a 

corpoiation. 

Total  Post-Office 
Departaient. 

DBPABTMBMT  OP  JU8TICB. 

Ed.P.  Kelley 


NathanielJ.  Riddick.. 
I  Samuel  L.  Trogdon..., 
28616    Washington  8.  Hyams.. 


29999     Henry  C.  Oeisberg . 
29846    Edwin  E.  Marvin.. 


Total  Department 
of  Justice. 


Aggregateof  Judg- 
ments. 


Date  of 
Judg. 
ment 


1908 
Feb.  20 

1907 
Apr.    1 


1906. 
Mar. 


1908. 
Jan.    6 


1906. 
Mar   80 
Apr.  20 


1906. 
Mar.  28 

1907. 
May  18 

Not.  11 

Apr.  22 

1908. 
Apr.  20 
...do... 


Amount. 


t489.28 
2,800.00 


8,289.26 


788.866.87 


10,190.98 


1,811.88 
6,891.89 


7,208.77 


92.20 

42.60 
106.70 
206.26 


1,160.00 
686.00 


2,183.76 


894,466.84 


When 
pre8ent- 

ed  for 
payment. 


1908 
Mar.    4 

1906 
Apr.    8 


1908. 
Mar.  18 


1906. 
Apr.  18 


1908. 
Apr.     1 
Apr.  21 


1906. 
Mar.  28 


Mar.  12 
Mar.  20 

Apr.  20 


Apr.  26 
...do... 


When 
payable 
if  not  ap- 


1906 
May  20 

1907 
June  80 


(•) 


1906. 
Apr.     6 


1906. 
June  28 
July  19 


1906. 
June  21 

1907. 
Aug.  11 

1906. 
Feb.    9 

1907. 
July  21 

1906. 
July  19 


Nature  of  claim. 


Expenses  as  shipping  com- 
missioner. 

Damages  to  tug  Dorothy 
in,  and  compensiitinn 
for,  saving  fmm  destruc- 
tion Uovemment  cais- 
son at  Sabine  Pass,  Tex., 
June  11, 1904.  • 


Unpaid  annuities  arising 
out  of  treaty  stipula- 
tions. 


Under  contract  with  De- 
partment of  Agriculture 
for  seeds. 


Mail  transportation. 
Do. 


Fees  as  clerk  U.  8.  court. 

Do. 
Do.' 
Do. 


Do. 
Do. 


•Mandate  of  Supreme  Court  of  United  States. 


) 


80th  Congress,  {  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  J  Document 
let  Session.      \  j    No.  891. 


AUGUSTUS  B.  MILLER. 


LETTEB  FBOM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLBBX  OF  THE  OOXTBT  OF  CI<AIM8 
TKAKSMTTTIKG  A  OOFY  OF  THE  FIKDINaS  FILED  BY  THE  OOUBT 
IN  THE  OASE  OF  AUGUSTTTS  B.  MILLEB  AGAINST  THE  UNITED 
STATES. 


April  27,  1908. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  ClaimB  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 


Court  or  Claims,  Clerk's  Office, 

Washington,  April  25,  1908. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court,  I  transmit  herewith  a  certi- 
fied copy  of  the  findings  of  fact  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid 
cause,  which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  resolution  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  under  the  act  of  March  8,  1887,  known  as 
the  Tucker  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  Souse  of  Representatives. 


[Ooart  of  Claimt.    Confrenioiiftl  case  No.  12266.    Augusttu  B.  Miller  v.  The  United  States.] 
8TATBMKNT  OF  CASK. 

The  following  bill  was  referred  to  this  court  by  resolution  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentativee  on  >larch  31,  1906,  under  the  provisions  of  section  14  of  the  act  of  March 
3,  1S87,  known  as  the  Tucker  Act: 

**Beit  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  RepresenUUives  of  the  United  States  of  America 
in  Congress  assembled.  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be,  and  he  is  hereby, 
authorized  and  directed  to  pay  to  the  owner  or  owners  of  the  barge  Charlie^  of 
Douglassville,  Pennsylvania,  Augustus  B.  Miller,  master,  out  of  any  monev  in  the 
Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  the  sum  of  two  thousand  five  hundred  dollars, 
being  for  damages  all^[:ea  to  have  been  sustained  by  reason  of  a  collision  with  the 
United  States  steamship  Eutaw,  in  the  Potomac  River,  below  Alexandria,  Vii^nia, 
on  or  about  the  third  dav  of  July,  eighteen  hundred  and  sixty-three.'' 

The  claimant  appeared  and  filed  his  petition,  in  which  he  avers  substantially  as 
follows: 

That  on  the  3d  day  of  July,  1S63,  he  waa  the  owner  of  the  barge  Charlie,  and  that 
on  said  date  he  left  Georgetown,  District  of  Columbia,  with  saia  bai^  under  tow. 
When  said  bai^e  reached  a  point  in  the  Potomac  River  opposite  the  citv  of  Alexan* 
dria  she  was  run  into  bv  the  U.  S.  man-of-war  Kutaw  and  wrecked  so  effectively  that 
the  was  thrown  on  the  beach  at  Alexandria  in  a  practically  worthless  condition.  At 
the  time  of  said  collision  the  owner  and  master  of  the  Charlie  and  the  master  of  the 
f^eamer  which  was  towing  the  same  were  complying  with  all  the  rules  d  navigatioii 
and  the  wreck  oocorred  without  any  fault  on  tne  part  of  either  of  them,  or  of  any  of 
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thetT  employfjea*  The  Charlif  and  tug  were  proc^eetJing  fiown  Htr^Am  near  the  Vinrima 
ihrirp  iinil  held  to  her  course,  but  tbe  U.  S*  steamship  Euhiw^  which  wai*  cominij  iip 
the  river,  t«heared  out  from  her  proper  cour^,  altliough  the  baiTge  and  her  tow  wer« 
in  plain  eight. 

That  on  AugTJit  27^  1863^  clainiant  sold  Raid  barge  for  $350,  which  was  her  full 
market  valu€.  At  the  time  of  said  oolli^^ioll  the  Chirlk  waa  in  a  fir^t-claefi  eon di Hon 
and  ^ae  worth  not  les^  than  #2,100.  Claiuiant  alleges  Uiat  hi^  loes  by  reason  of  said 
oolliBioa  waj^  as  followa: 

ham  on  boat ._, ___,_ |1,  760 

Lose  of  use  of  boat,  July  3,  1H63,  to  August  14,  1863,  while  Ixiat  was  on  beach  at 
Alexandria  and  docked  at  navy-yard  at  Waehinijton*  D,  C  .  _ ,         504 

Loss  of  use  of  boat,  August  14,  IB63,  to  August  27,  1863,  wh^u  bcmt  was  Ifeing 
held  up  al  Patuxern,  Md.,  bv  Government  and  being  towe<l  bv  Government 

.  to  Philadelphia-,., ,_\.„,- , / ......        156 

Claimant's  car  is  re  between  Washington  and  Douf;la£8ville,  and  claimant^a 
board  at  Washington  at  different  tuues  while  waititig  for  boat *-••  60 

Total _ 2,47n 

The  case  was  brought  to  a  hiring  on  tbe  1st  day  of  April,  U108,  on  loyalty  and 
merits. 

JohnS*  Blair,  esq.  J  appeared  for  daimant,  and  the  Attorn ev-General,  by  George  E* 
Bor^n,  eeq.,  hisi  at^sistant  and  under  his  direc'tionT  appeare^l  for  the  defenRe  and  pn> 
tet'tion  of  the  intereBta  of  the  United  Statea. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidente,  and  after  considering  the  brielti  and  aiigumejiti  of 
couuBet  on  brtth  sides,  makes  the  following 

ptKotKOii  or  KACr, 

L  Claimant  was  during  tbe  late  civil  war  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  and  »  resi- 
dent of  ihi^  State  of  Pennsylvania  and  throughout  said  war  remained  loyal  to  the 
Govenimt^nt  of  the  United  States. 

IL  At  the  time  hereinafter  stated  claimant  was  the  owDer  of  tbe  bar«e  OmHU^ 
a  fsnal  boat  100  feet  long,  17-foot  beam,  and  a  t>-fttot  holdj  without  propelling  apfia- 
ratus^  and  about  6ve  yearii^  old,  for  which  be  pmA  in  the  year  1862  the  sum  of  4>8O0. 
Claimant  subsequently  expended  the  s^um  of  v^{}  for  repairs  to  said  barge. 

IIL  On  July  3,  1863,  said  barge^  while  l:>eing  t<3wed  in  the  Potomac  River  collided 
with  the  U.  S*  gunboat  KuUiw  and  sut^tainiHl  injuria  as  hereinafter  set  forth, 

JV.  At  the  time  of  paid  eoUiBion,  c1ain>ant'a  barge  and  fifteen  other  barges  la^ibed 
together  in  tiers  of  four  liarges  each  were  proceeding  down  the  Potomac  River  under 
tow  of  a  private  tug  at  tbe  rate  of  about  6  miles  an  hour.  Claimant's  V>arge  was  in 
tbe  first  or  front  tier,  b**ing  the  eecond  boat  on  the  port  side,  claimant's  barge  being 
150  feet  in  the  rear  of  the  tug,  and,  like  the  other  barg«*s,  exo.^pt  tlu^se  in  the  last  or 
end  tier,  was  without  steering  gear.  VV'hen  opposite  Alexandria,  Va.»  the  £«tei/3  was 
sighted  about  one-quarter  of  a  mile  off,  coining  tow^ard  the  tow  at  tbe  rate  of  about 
16  miles  an  hour^  and  imuiediately  thereafter  struck  the  CVtar//V  about  6  feet  from  her 
bow^  and  damaged  said  boat  by  splitting  and  straining  her  timbers  and  otherwise 
injuring  her 

It  appeare  that  the  Enlau\  which  was  a  vessel  with  a  bow  and  rudder  at  each  end, 
with  engines  intended  to  work  forward  and  back,  ^'ould  not  mind  her  helm  at  the 
time  of  said  collision. 

V.  After  paid  coMiaion  the  Charlif^  together  with  two  other  barges  of  the  tow,  was 
plat^  on  the  bejich  at  Alexandria,  but  j^ubset^uently  said  iKiat  was  taken  by  a  United 
States  vessel  to  the  navy -yard  at  Washington,  where  it  was  d(X'k**fl  and  repaired,  the 
amount  of  damages  to  the  Ch firth  by  reas^on  of  said  collision  as  reported  by  tbe  com- 
mandant  of  the  navy  yard  l>ein^  |1 19.50, 

Said  barge  was  after  wards  taken  by  the  claimant  to  Philadelphia,  where  on  the 
27th  of  August  she  was  sold  for  |350. 

VL  The  claimant  J  by  reason  of  i^id  collision,  which  was  without  fault  on  his 
part,  suffered  damage  on  account  of  the  loss  of  the  use  of  and  Injury  to  said  l)oat  in 
the  sum  of  eleven  hundred  and  twenty  dollars  ($1,120),  no  part  of  which  appears  to 
have  been  paid. 

Vri.  A  few  days  after  the  collision  occurre^i  the  claimant  lrie<i,  through  an  attor- 
ney, to  get  payment  for  his  Uiss  through  tiie  Navy  Department,  but  wasinfonn^  bv 
tbe  Secretary  of  the  Navy  that  it  was  impossible  for  that  Department  to  settle  such 
el  aims;  that  be  would  have  to  wait  tmtil  aft^r  theclo^w  of  tbe  war^  when  such  daimi^ 
would  be  settled  by  &  coujt  of  clarwa 
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No  furtlier  effort  was  make  to  collect  said  claim  until  the  presentation  of  a  bill  in 
Congress  for  his  relief  on  or  about  April,  1898,  nor  is  any  reason  assigned  for  such 
delay.  Thereafter,  on  the  31st  day  of  March,  1906,  the  House  of  Representatives 
referred  to  the  court  the  bill  hereinbefore  set  out 

By  thb  Court. 

Filed  April  6,  1908. 

A  true  copy. 

Test  this  25th  day  of  April,  1908. 

[asAL.]  John  Randolph, 

AsridarU  CUrk  Ocmri  o/  CUxinis, 


60th  Congress,  )   HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES,  j  Document 
l8t  Session.      J  |     No.  892. 


A.  S.  McDANIEL,  ADMINISTRATOR. 


LETTSB  FBOM  THE  ASSISTANT  CLEBK  OF  THE  COXTBT  OF  CLAIMS 
THANSMITTINO  A  COPY  OF  THE  FINDINGS  FILED  BY  THE  COXTBT 
IN  THE  CASE  OF  A.  S.  McDANIEL,  ADMINISTKATOB  OF  J.  V. 
McDANIEL,  DECEASED,  AGAINST  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


Afril  27,  1908.— Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 


Court  of  Claims,  Clerk's  OmcB, 

Washington^  April  £6^  1908. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court  I  transmit  herewith  a  certi- 
fied copy  of  the  findings  of  fact  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid 
cause,  which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  resolution  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  under  the  act  of  Marcn  8,  1887,  known  as 
the  Tucker  Act. 

1  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


fOonrt  of  ClAima.    Congrenional,  No.  12258.    A.  8.  McDaniel,  adminisbrntor  of  the  estate  of  J.  V. 
McDaniel,  deceased,  v.  The  United  States.] 

8TATEMKNT  OF  CA8B. 

This  is  a  claim  for  property  alleged  to  have  been  taken  by  the  military  foroes  ot 
the  United  States  for  the  use  of  tne  Army.  The  following  bill  was  referred  to  the 
coort  by  the  House  of  Representatives,  March  31,  1906,  mider  the  act  of  Congress 
approveid  March  3,  1SS7,  known  as  the  Tucker  Act: 

"  [H.  R.  2a06,  Fifty-ninth  Congress,  first  session.] 
*' A  BILL  For  the  relief  of  the  estate  of  J.  V.  McDaniel,  deceased. 

"Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United  Stales  of 
AmerioOj  in  Congress  assembled.  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be,  and  he  is 
hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  p&y,  out  of  an^  money  in  the  Treasury  not  other- 
wise appropriated,  to  the  estate  of  J.  V.  McDaniel,  deceased,  the  sum  of  two  thou- 
aand  three  oundred  and  fifty  dollars,  in  full  for  property  taken  from  him  in  Henderson 
Ooonty,  Tennessee,  in  the  year  eighteen  hundred  and  sixty -three,  for  the  use  of  the 
Uoioii  Army." 
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A.  S.   M  DANIEL. 

A.  S.  McDaniel  waa  appointed  administrator  of  the  OBtate  of  J.  V.  McDaniel  and 
Atibstituted  019  claimant,  and  filed  his  petition  herein  June  8, 1906,  in  which  he  makee 
the  follomog  allegations: 

That  hid  decedent  was  always  a  loyal  citizen  of  the  United  States  And  lived  during 
the  civil  war  m  Henderson  County,  Tenn. 

That  in  the  year  1863  the  Federal  Army  came  through  that  part  of  the  country, 
and  certain  portiona  of  Gen.  Jamee  Weaver's  command  and  Colonel  Heart' a  com- 
mand took  from  your  decedent  the  following  property  for  the  use  of  the  Union 
Army,  to  wit: 

3  head  of  horses. - .___._..___._._ .-_     $500 

Corn,  forage,  meat,  etc *  ...*...__._. _,_-..,_ 350 

10  bales  of  cotton -.-,„„,. .-. ,„ --_-„,-_-..  1,500 

Total.,. ,,.,„. ...>.,..„-.,,*, 2,350 

None  of  thie  property  wai  ever  paid  for  by  the  United  Statet  Govemmentj  nor 
any  compensation  whatever  made  to  this  petitioner  or  his  decedent  or  any  other 
party  in  mtereet- 

That  the  jsaid  decedent  died  on  February  17, 1905,  at  Pec^n  Gap,  Tex.  Your  peti- 
tioner was  appointed  adniiniatrator  on  November  27,  ItlOS,  by  the  county  court  of 
Belta  C-ouiity,  State  of  Testis.  Your  petitioner  did  not  know  until  recently  of  the 
paaeage  of  tlie  Tucker  Act,  when  he  presented  this  claim  in  the  Plfty-eighth  Con* 
greaSj  thihl  session- 
'  The  case  wbm  brought  to  a  hearinff  on  January  20,  1908. 

Ellen  Spencer  Musaey  appewred  for  the  claimant,  and  the  Attorney-General,  by 
dark  McKercher,  his  aya^stant  and  under  hia  direction,  appeared  for  the  defense 
and  protection  and  intereBtw  of  the  United  States. 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence  and  after  considering  the  briefa  and  argument  of 
counsel  on  both  aides,  makes  the  following 

FINDINGS  or  FACT, 

I,  J.  V*  McDaniel,  deceased,  was  not  loyal  to  the  Government  of  the  United 

States  throughout  the  late  civil  war. 

II.  During  said  i^eriod  the  military  forces  of  the  United  States,  by  proper  author* 
ity^  for  the  wse  of  the  Army,  took  from  claimant's  decedent  in  Hennerson  County, 
Teniin,  boniCB  as  tlej^cril^ed  in  the  petition,  which  at  the  time  and  place  of  taking 
were  reasonably  worth  the  sum  of  two  hundred  and  fifty  dollars  (1250),  no  part  oi 
which  appears  to  have  been  paid. 

The  claim  for  the  cotton  herein  hafi  heen  alianiloued  by  claimant 
HI.  The  claim  berein  was  never  presenteil  to  any  Department  of  the  Government 
prior  to  presentation  to  Congress  and  reference  to  thia  court  by  resohilion  of  the 
House  of  Representatives,  as  hereinbefore  slated  in  statement  o!  the  case,  and  no 
rea«un  is  given  why  the  bar  of  any  statute  of  limitation  should  he  removed  or  which 
shall  excuse  the  claimant  for  not'hav^ing  resorted  to  any  established  legal  remedy. 

By  THK  COUKT^ 

Filed  February  3,  1008. 

A  true  oopyi 

Teat  this  25th  day  of  April,  A.  D.  1908. 

[beai^j  John  Randolph, 

AsmUifd  €^k  Couri  o/  Claims, 


eOTHCoNGRBfls, )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.  (Document 
Ist  Session.      J  (   No.  898. 


W.  W.  WISE,  ADMINISTRATOR, 


LETTEB  FBOM  THE  ASSISTANT  CI^EBX  OF  THE  OOXJBT  OF  CI^AIMS, 
TRANSMITTINa  A  OOFY  OF  THE  FINDINGH3  FILED  BT  THE  OOXJBT 
IN  THE  OASE  OF  W.  W.  WISE,  ADMINISTHATOB  OF  BAVID  N. 
WISE,  DEOEASED,  AQAINST  THE  XJNITEB  STATES. 


Apbil  27, 1908.  ^Referred  to  the  Committee  on  War  Claims,  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 


Court  op  CLxras,  Clerk's  Optioe, 

Washington^  April  26^  1908. 
Sir:  Pursuant  to  the  order  of  the  court  I  transmit  herewith  a  cer- 
tified copy  of  the  findings  of  fact  filed  by  the  court  in  the  aforesaid 
cause,  which  case  was  referred  to  this  court  by  resolution  of  the  House 
of  Representatives,  under  the  act  of  March  8,  1887,  known  as  the 
Tucker  Act. 

I  am,  very  respectfully  yours, 

John  Randolph, 
Assistant  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon, 

Speaks  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


[Court  of  Claims.    Congreflsional.  No.  12204.    W.  W.  Wise,  admlnistnttor  of  th«  estate  of  DsTld  M. 
Wise,  deceaaed.  v.  The  United  States.] 

STATEMENT  OF  CASE. 

This  is  a  claim  for  property  alleged  to  have  been  taken  by  the  military  forces  of 
the  United  States  for  the  use  of  the  Armv.  The  following  bill  was  referred  to  the 
court  by  the  House  of  Representatives,  March  31,  1906,  under  the  act  of  OongreBs 
approved  March  3,  18S7,  known  as  the  Tucker  Act 

*'[H.  R.  4839,  Fifty-Alnth  Congreas.  first  senion.] 
"A  BILL  For  the  relief  of  the  estate  of  David  N.  Wise,  deceased. 

"  Bt  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United  States  of  America^ 
in  Confess  aitsenlhUd,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be,  and  he  is  hereby, 
authonzed  and  din^cted  to  pay  to  the  estate  of  David  N.  Wise,  deceased,  the  sum  of 
two  thousand  two  hundred  and  twenty-five  dollars,  for  property  taken  by  the  Union 
Army  in  eighteen  hundred  and  sixty-three,  at  Flat  Creek,  Bedford  County,  Ten- 
nessee, out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated." 

W.  W.  Wise  was  appointed  administrator  of  the  estate  and  substituted  as  claim- 
ant, and  filed  his  petition  herein  June  4,  1906,  in  which  he  makes  the  following 
allegations: 

That  his  decedent  was  always  a  loyal  citizen  of  the  United  States,  and  lived  daring 
the  civil  war  at  Flat  Creek,  Bedford  County,  Tenn. 


RIOHARD    OARNER, 


Fr^icU  L-  Neubeck,  eeq.^  appeared  for  daimaotj  and  the  Attorney^Genefal  hy 
datkMcKercher,  esq^,*  hip  iLBsiitant  apd  under  hin  direct  ion  ^  app&ired  for  the  dafeuAe 
and  protection  of  tlie  interests  of  the  United  Stutee. 

The  riainuiiit  in  his  petition  make-s  the  Mlowin^  al legations: 

That  he  ib  a  citizen  of  the  United  States,  residing  in  €c4bert  County-  State  of  Ala- 
bama, where  he  resided  diurin^  the  late  war  oi  the  rebellion;  that  at  dLfferent  tiiue^ 
during  said  pt*riod  the  United  States  forces,  by  proper  auihtjrity,  took  from  him 
auartermaeler  stores  and  cammiasary  auppliea  of  the  value  of  f  760,  and  appropriated 
tne  Kime  to  the  iise  of  the  United  States  Amiy^  as  follows: 

Taken  on  or  about  Aprd  3,  1S63^  by  troopa  under  command  of  Geneml  Dodge, 
2  mules,  at  $150  each, ,.. ._....-._.. . , |;300 

Taken  on  or  about  April  1, 1865,  by  troops  under  Major-General  Wileon.  2  horsoa 
and  1  umre,  at  $150  each ,.,. ..,..>. 4S0 

Total , -_ .,.,...     750 

The  court,  upon  the  evidence  and  after  considering  the  briefs  and  argiimenta  of 
counsel  on  both  sides,  makes  the  following 

FINDING   OP  FA(fr. 

I.  During  the  late  civil  war  the  military  forces  of  the  United  States,  by  p^^pef 
authority,  for  the  use  of  the  "Army,  tfx»k  from  claimant  in  Colbert  Conuty/?5tat«  of 
AJabamnp  property  of  the  kind  and  character  described  in  the  petition,  which  at  mid 
time  and  place  waa  rea^^nably  worth  the  ^um  of  Jour  hundred  and  twenty-five  dollatB 
(^25),  no  part  of  which  appeal?  to  have  been  paid. 

By  TBK  CQVBSt, 

Piled  May  11,1908, 

A  true  CLTpy. 

Test  tlm  12th  day  of  M*iy.  1808. 

(seal, J  John  RAKDoi-fn^ 

AMmtQnt  VUtk  Court  of  CMms* 
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